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hs hes © two Title-Pages; He who communicated 

Mr havnet Leingr yrMr: HAobbesthought the DoRotr forhis 
 Infolent and contuniclious. us. language-towards him: deſerved no 
other Reply, then to *dc thus poſted : Bur leaſt the whole work 
"raight.nor be carryed on by the ſame hand 3 I thought fit tcJoyn 
with it ſuch a 7zle as the Author Firaſel had prefixed to his 
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' To the Underſlanding Reader... 


Frer that the conteſt berwixt Mr, Hos and our Geomes 
& tr:ic1az had alarmed.the world, I was requeſted by a 
-- Gentleman of the Middle T, emple to {cnd up the anſwer 
to thoſe S:x Leſſons aſſoon as itſhould come our here : I did 
ſo, and found my ſelf obliged to give him ſome account there- 
of, which I intended ſhould be brief, bur after the deſcant upon. 
his childiſh Proſopopera, the Examer' of his Criticall remarqucs 
drew from me; fome ſheets of papetr,”of-which ( I diſpatched 
them , amidit other employing; 4f three dayes, and never 
tranſcribed them) I canigivepd further account then that the 
import of my thoughts : copraſinodyth *that extra#- of a Letier 
publiſhed by M. Hobbes:yjce', id out.my being privy there- 
unto, or acquainted therewuh-unrill ic was too late to recall 
- it with, cev:tzty. Upona revwrew, I was well ſatisfied therewith, 
and- with the entertainment it ſound amongſt the Learned and 
Ingenuous ;, but I was a little moved, to ſee my ſelf linked in 
the ſame cauſe with. Mr. Holes. I know his Adverfary ( it is 
2 ſufficient Charafer to name him) -to be JOHN W ALLIS 
D. D. One who hath ſo merited by his Scurr:/z'y and Of {7 centty, 
that his Engliſh writings mav become Apperdrxes to Paſquzll's 
Feaſts, or. the merry Tales of Mother Bunch. There being no name 

t to the Letter, ir might have been anſwered, and I not con- 
cerned : But then: he had loſt his rayj/:ag accuſation, ( Jud. verl, 
9;) whereunto. whatever I ſhall reply; it is Reſposſum 104 male- 
<dBum, quis leſit prior, I have put my (elfto the trouble of ax- 
« caſting this ranverſe' of Alcitzades his Silezus, and lera.l men. 
i& ſce what an Adveriary 1 have. Certainly 4-to-19's Nurie. 
; W$ adiſcreer. Woman ! when ever ſhe mer any pe:rte Gram- 
Y mapan, ſhe would croſs her Childe, _ repeat thoſc Chargs: 
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'* -which the'old Wives of Sicth make uſe of againſt mad Dagy, | 


leaſt they 4bite.. He calls me Scribler; I confelle it waspenniec 
inhaſte : bur that is not. the: Doors contumely :*he 1&f© in 
love with his own works, that whatever Is written either agaznſt 
him, or not after that ſtrat, he cſteems it as ſer:blzng : bur 
there are others that do not, Where Iſaid, and that truly, 
how Calepize's Authority ſhould nor _— mine, if his rea- 
fons did not. He obſerves that Ingenium plumteum eſt ponderoſum, 
chat he did ſpeak bur in jeſt roo! The charge of ignorance. as 
mounts to nothing z ſince he would not acknowledge It hith- 
{elt, he could not bur lay it upon me : and I chus far-joyh with 
him, that oze of us two 1s grofly ignorant, Sawcineſs, I underſtand 
not : I know no Letters, bur ſuch as maintain the tr#:b, As for 
the title of BOY, I have fo handled the Profej/ our, that hemay 
wijh he had that ples to excuſe himſelf. Bur whar help coul2 
he ſeck from perſonal aſperfions $ Muſt all I lay be falſe, 'becanſe 
I was ozce injured > How come T alforo be Mr. Ho: b-5*s Jear- 
ney-man? 1 was never intreated to this task, much lcfle in the 
pay ot four and feat 4 day : if I had (and aore nothrag) 1 
ſhould have admitred of that refidue of :/ language SLAVE 
and Raſcal, I would not be miſtaken in whatl tay to this paſ 
lage : I think the Scarlet Gown advantageth nota mans merrt, 
nOr 15 it a cer: 473 {1gne of extraordinary worth : yer would not 
at preſezt be underitood to detrat from it. Neither would fo 
prolecure my revenge as to prejudice the trae Miniſters of Clivs 
in the work cf the Geſpe! : Thave a real :uclsration for thoſe who 
diſperſe the ſiacere milk; and do nor peſter the heads of their 
flocks, (therrs if they are cbyſes by them, and with a ſul ord:nation. 
to the fraternity,) with the burleſque of the Fathers, 'Or Jargor Of, 
the School-men, (as if we were to go up tothe Phaliftines: 16 whet 
our teo's, or'to ferch our znterpretation of rhe Goſpel from thicle: 
to whom it was hid) ) nor urge the Gallimaufsy of CriticahLearns 
Ing : who deliver what the Spryzt atteſts with their ſpirit xo be\ 
the #ord of God, & the comfort whereof they have experiment 
1n their daily communtcn with Chriſt, not tranuſcrited by aſudl cip;! 
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- ; To the Wnderſtanding Ready, Bs 
e with Books. Theſe I have inall due eſteem and regard, 


snſt id I ſhall defire ro employ my Telerts in no other way ſo much. 

bur in the promotion of Chriſis cauſe wander them, Something 

ily, Sebour the 0rdzzary Miniſtery I have ſaidin an account of Do- 

Fea- tor Walls Theſis to a Member of the Army in Scotland, which 

um; boughts I have long ſince enlarged, and pur in Latrz, but could ; 
a- never hear yet that his diſcourſe merited a cenſure: ſome have 

m- thought that his repute might give a greater credtt tothe decls- 


ch ing caule, then any Arguments he had brought, wherein Gene- 
nd rals are only handled,.and nothing accomodated to the times : 
or which is the cuſtomary procedure of thoſe that intend to de- 
2y cerve, not 7zform, But have here attacqued his reputation, and 
l2 having weakned that in th:s preſent work, I may well expe& 


fe the vacarcy of the Preſs in Oxford, (that the ſame place may pub- 
liſh both diſcourſes) to divulge what I have meditated in order 
thereunto: wherein I do promiſe my ſelf ſuch an anſwer to 
Matth.28.19.20, Epbeſ.4.11,12, (the only material places in the 
Controverlic) that they ſhall never be produced again conclu- - 
fruely. This preſent work had not been ſo long delayed , but 
that it was long ere my occaſions, (which afford ſtill dewerſions) 
and long ere my laughter upon the reading Dr:#. would per- 
mit me the ſe ofa Pen : And being then rather to-proclarm my 
Uifory, then to gain one, I ſuppoſed I might take a greater 
time to prepare for ;zumph, then had been otherwiſe neceſſary 
to the diſpute, Nor do I now go about to triumph over the 
fngle DoRor, (the conqueſt is too mean!) but over all thoſe 
whoſe zztereft or ignorance may have lead them to approve his 
writings, Who are zumeross at leaſt; and ſince the vogue of 
the people will have them deſervizg too, I have thought them 
worthy the paſsion of 
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Oxon, June 17. Thy affeRionate Friend 
I657.. and Servant, 
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Henry Stubbe.. 
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Doubr not but you are al'eady ſenſible of what you have done, and 
3 what trouble you have now drawn upon me by communicating my 
letter te Mr, Hobbes, Though I have an-entice reſpe& for his perſon, 
a creat eſteem of his learning, and honourable reſentments' for bis 
cAlity at that one vifit I gave him, which as wlgar reperts had ren- 
dered anexpeFed, ſo it begatin me an opinion that he was one of the 
moſt free, and eb/iging Gentlemen in the wer i{d': yet 1 durſt nor ad- 
venture a line to him by way of cenſuring his Antegomf}, left ir mighr difleſte thoſe, who 
would nor ftick to entitle me toall bis Heterodexyes, ( to which lam ſogreataffirengers 
that I know no more of them then common talk hath acqueinied- me with, having never 
had leiſure tro examine his books, )) becauſe 1 agree with him: in ſome few inconſiderable 
points of Criticel learning, and make me guilty of his ſentaments, becauſe l:excaſe his-La- 
tine. With ſuch as think el/ manzer of cdrreſdendence ( which cannot bedenyed without 
mcivility _) with bim, to be ſcende/ons ; all agreement even in Philology ranſcendently 
heretical, what can I hope for, but.thar they cepnte ir Apofſaſy to appear for bim _ 
lick? But Sir, for this you are «ccounteble : 1 wrote a letter toyor,. you' by publiſhing 
our privactes made it a reply to Dr. Wallis : I defended the Truth, you madeita vindica- 
tron of Nr. Hobbes : and let me tell you, could he have diſcovered you, the TEMPLE 
had been no prividedged place againſt the afſaults and arrefls of our bigh- Prieft; you will 
ſay there needed no rejojnder, fincc he hath invalidated nothing 1 ſaid'; but howmany 
will think ſo befides your ſelf? 1f La Taupiniere doth not overcome, yet-he tri 
A Shed ceags cron the pa Sleges of end tir. Beddevs 
which yet is ebſar cneoy 'Mr. rs's points, 
after he had correFed him : duly / ( bur whac will not theſe bamble- witted ſouls dots 
compaſs ajeeft? ) Left you ſhould queſtion my integrity, and ſaſpe& hence-forth thae 
I go abut to impoſe upon you thoſe things which are not veritedle, 1 havepenned a 
farther diſcourſe upon that ſabje# 3 which you mey ſuppreſs from-going anyfurrher, if 
you finde that my early repute «broad doth nor call for the pablicanon, nor the epplaaſe 
of the ingenuoxs ( whole praiſes were the more to be regarded, becauſe they were dire- 
Hed to the piece which was publick, not the Author, who was conceale& ) if this doth 
not deſerve it, then you may let it fall, and ſuffer me (in the opinion of the illiterare I 
rtofſeem {pres in my firft eſſay. I have enlarged apon parti that ſo Imightpre= 
vent in the Dr. all poſſibilay of cavilling, and Lhave obſcrred that conduf# im myroph, 
2s to ſpeak not only what the Drs. pampbler, but what the preſent coſerequired, Phave 
fpoken the more cencerning «dducis maileun, thar fo important a bufineſs mighrnorbe 
fa »S pet» Hoyorony age nap womens A > wr pr ny 
ermon, i upon it in the letter, a5 no 1 ng: he 
not remove now that rock, » but tells me how | miſcite him thers, for he didnov 
fay Sobrius was but once in Tall, bur I I truſted to' my memory 85 to what] 
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beard, ( and did not conſu!t the book, ) 23 I told you. I pray 


Ad. Luger thisexce>- 
tion when you come to the: 3 and for what further. t it may more cvi- 
dearly ga how little the DoRtour hath been wronged by the Author of the Letter, 
F ſhall ſer down the full words of the Letrer, and the whole text it relates ro, and-then 
compare the DoRours reply with what hath been objeRed ; and ſhew that in the Iffue 
he hath been more favourably dealt withel rhen he deſerved, and that ic was nothing 
but the fuddainnefs of the Gitpa:ch that oc<afioned thoſe few, inconfiderable, pzynus- 
nd duzrnuan which gave the DoRour ſcope either of triumph tor his vitories, of 
complaint for his miſellegetiens. The fuft piace is. 


C 1, 


TP Wallis: Longitudinem percurſam cum impetn nhique ip B. D. ejualt : I faid the 
* word cam were better out,uolefs you would have impetus to he only a Companions 
< not 2 ceaſe : for where a Cauſality is imported, though we mayaſe WI TH in Eng- 
<liſh, yer NOT camin Latine. To kill with a ſword ( importing this to have aa in- 
* ftrumental or cauſal influence, and nut only rhat ir hangs by a mans fide, whileſt 
* ſomeother weapon is made ulcot )is NOT in Latine eccidere cum gladio, but glee 
© dio occidere? Soebrines vis pellidgus i184, carvus ſenefiute, or, if you will, pre 74, 
< ob iram, 8c. notcum vino, aan ird, &c. You fay, it is better in (thovgh for the moſt 
< part your felt leave it out in that confirudtion; } ler the reader judge 3 for itis got 
< worch contending for. All that you fay in deicnce of ir, is, that [mpetus is the Ab- 
<Jative caſe of the manner. What then 2? The queſtion remains, as it was before, whe- 
© ther this Modxs dorh nor here import a cauſal inflaznce ? And *cis evident ir doth 3 
© for the effe& here ſpoken ( that ſuch ſpece be diſpatched ) doth equally depend upon 
«rwocauſes 3 the one, that the motion be uniform , the other, thar the impetus be fo 
<grcat. And therefore { fince you pleaſe to 1afift upon it, which 1 did hut give a rouch 
<at by the way ) cam | is } net proper in cither place: bur either an Ablative withezt 
< a prepolition; orif you would necds have a prepofition, per, pre, p'o, propter, 05, or. 
< ſome other which do importa cau'ality ; not cam, which imports cnely a Concomi- 
© rancy 

LL. Thetruth is, the Ablative caſe of the manner, and caſe borh, may be vſed with 
© the ConjunQion cam, as may be juftified. Cicer. de Nar. deor. |. 2. Sect. 23. Difum 
© de anzverſe mundo; diflum oft etiam de fideribus 3 ut jam propemedam epparect multitudo 
© nec ceſſantium deoram, nee ea, que agent, molientium cum labore operg/ſo a:que nuleffo. 
* And1ig his Qration for Cecinne Set. g. De ſe autem boc predicar, Antiecho, Abutii ſer= 
<2, imperaſſe, n! in Caciznem edvertentem, cam ferro invederet. Let us ſee then what 
© Dr. Wallis objects againft Tally, Where a cavlality is imported ; though we may uſe 
©« with in Eagitjh, yer oc cam in Latine;, rogull withe ſword { importing this to have an 
© inftrumeatal or cauſal influence, and nor only that it hangs by a man's fide whileft 
ome other weapon is made vſe-of ) is not in Latine eccidere cum gladis, bur gladie occi- 
* dere» This ſhows chat the DoGour hath nor forgor his Grammer, for the ſubſcquene 
© examples, as well 2s this rulc, are borrowed thence. Bot yet he might have known that 
© reat perſonages have never confined themſelves to this Pedentry, but have choſen to 
*walk in 2 greater Laticude. Noſt of the Elegancies and Idioms of every Language are 


. © exceptions to bis Grammer. Bur fince Nr. Hobs faith it is the Ablative caſe cf the 


© manaer, there is no doubt it may be expreffed with cam. The DoRour in themean 
< time knew no more then what Lilly had ravghc him 3 Alverex would have taught him 
more. 
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« mare. * Arg Vdffius in his bcok de conflruZione cap. 47."exprelly reacheth, Ablatives 
« cauſe; infF:umentty vel modi, non & verbo regts ſed 4 prepoſitione omiſſa, & vel «b, de, 
<o vel ex, Þ7& ant chm; oc prepeſitiones ear quandoque exprimi 5 mf vi 
+ inflramenti haud temer® inventas 3- and afterwards he faith of this latter, it is, baxd te- 
© me; $ amitendam. If this be {o, then did'Mr. Hods ſpeak Grammetically, and with Tul- 
« ty, but got uſuaily.. * And night not one retort. VPon the PoRour, that Voſſiuc is 25 
6 preat a C:itickus he? Qo 
Dr. Wellisreplies: To defend you here he brings two places of Tully, and one rule” 

« of Voſſtwsz And tells we that Alvayex made a Grammer. But rells me no news all the 
« while 3 for 3 knew it all before, 1 knew that ( befides many 0: hers ) Emanuel Aluve- 
$ rus hach written a Gramnier, ( which is the ſame 1 ſuppoſe, with his Alvarez. J And 
< | know not that Orlandus Peſcetius wrote againft him : bur whar chen? The rwopla-' 
« ces of Tully 1 had ſeen citcd in Cbartes Srepben's Theſaurus Ciceraniazns ( from\Whenee' 
$ he borrowed them, ) bur I found them nor'to the purpoſe: The judgement of Veſſin# 
©] knew very welifrom bimielt, and that it makes nothing ageinft me. The places 
© of Tell du not come home to the bufinels 3- the Authority of Voſs is againſt you. 
+ la the firſt place m"{iri aliquid cum labore eperoſo el moleflo $ that of cum labore, 8c. was 
© not intended to defign the cauſe of that endeavour, but only an Adiun@; ( and the like 
« of advenientem cum ferro, &fc. ) and if you mean no more here, ic was at firſt allowed 
© yauz but not i you Meant by can :oimply acauſality. The ruleol, Voffies is againſt 
you; andſois your own Advocates decifion. Yofſins tells you baud remer® 7nvenier, 
« and if ar ail, yet baud temers-imitenduum. And all that advocate dares affirmiin 
« che buſineſs, 15, but a peradventure, [| If ſo ) it may be ſad Grammatically, butnot uſu. 


ally. 
"Defen. That I have not wronged the DoRour I ſuppoſe he will here bear me wit- 
neſs; bur how he hath wronged me, I leaveitto his own conſcience, and the judge- 
menacof the mofi pertie} Reader. - He talks high, as one whoſe reputation is at ftake , 
yet his &xicouw ſc is {o incoherent, inconſiſtent, that it ſeems to be the Reſvery of a-per- 
for, who placech the greateſt hope he hath of carrying the caſe, in his confident man- 
ner of ſpeaking The reader will cafily perceive that the Do&our doh pervert the 
< ſtate of the Queſtion, which is, whether the Ablative caſe of the manner may the pre- 
© doſ:ion Cum going before it? The other Queſtion, whether the prepofition cum may be joyn- 
ed with the Ablative caſe of the cauſe or initrument Ought net co beget any diſpure, ſee- 
ing the mentioning-of it proceeded fromi the Doftours not knowing what Mr. Hobs 
meant; this is cicar,. The NoRours exception to Longitudinem percurfam mtu wntformi, 
6 cum impetn uhique ipfi B, De equali, 8c, was, that Cum were better our, it being th 
Abl.cive cafe 6 7b cauſe or infirement : Mr. Hobs to reftifie his intelleuab,” te 
him it is the Ablatiye caſe of the manner. So that whatever can be objcRed againſt the 
Ablative of the cauſe with Cum,it is impertinent to the caſe in hand; & bad not been men- 
tioned by ne, but that the DoRour ſaith, there. is the ſame rezſon for cum when it is 
joyned wich che Ablative of the menner, and inffrument:.\and in this latter caſe hefaith 
policively, hat thaungh we may uſe in its expreſſions with in-Exgliſh; yer NOT cum in La. 
ine. So that wha 1 objefted was direRtly conmadiftory to his ſaying, viz: Thet*in 
both caſes we might mcke uſe of the prepoſition Cum. -. My allegations out of Tulh are evi- 
dent & undeniable, valeſs the DoRour fhew « diſparity betwixt invadere cum ferndand 
dccidere cum glzdio. As for what the-Deactour-talks of edvenientem cum ferro, i : 


his reading, that he hath nor conſulted Tally, but Car. Stephanus Theſaurus Ciceron. for- 
he that reads the oration will finde that Czcina came without arns, ex jure mam tonfer- 


bur his adverſary came 891 <x jure mani conſertum,ſed mage fer70, :1 I have toc 
jag agcording £9 the edition of Fepus jg ey I uſe, that thePoRaj enemy 0 
ak t , miſtake 
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is againſt Nr. Heds 13 falfe, for 
exampl:s rhe Adlarive of the manners 
cnn. Whar he ſayes of rhe Adlative of the cauſe, that ir is 
aemersimic ancurm ; that doth clearly evrace his jadgement m the other caſes * 
Exceprro : and dork wot arall oppoſe os, who ex «bandent? only fpake of 
the Ablaze of canſe. This the Bntor knew too ! But thar the Door way learn 


Ck in his eppendine ed problemata 


ave: 


» & Idothe Boftor nh to 
gon, and in the 


11 


| magnum 
«me; et ex ant1qutr e<liques bebedat ques aduceret, noſftro favore 
< Nonaddazirenimiare ax ar bender ye. neceflirios 


Crſariem, cam qu terram, mare, ders worie. 


© Ide in Epaffol. Acontii. 
: here Sn pres illis,. 
I5fe dedit cum<quibus ame ferzs. 
*Idem 4. Feſt, 
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anfweront of Foffen: ( in che F his 
Aſt be comervaited with ( thar the reader may not be ignoranc 
waminaiſces Sean; whom Voſſur ( wichou naming him _J) -anfeers there; and 
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placezotherwiſe, or ex 
ing them in a Cifferent ſenſe; he pr CC INNS 

vpon ang ther other eminent axed very ty by & 
underſtand. ' I 


6, ) concludes, / .Bur how bend 
16 mitendum, comes to be 
ſhould heve gp ir 


ESI 
mn 1 ous verdes eng Hooper pendet 4 prapofitione. 


Fe-en. ad, Hiſces ecutis eqomer wid, ge. CAUS £, ext MO DO elegenter 
ſepe prepoſttionem confltimees: Inftrumento non its elegenter. It is nor long fince this: 
Grammar was as-Authentick in Spein, as Lilly is in England, ( out of whoſe rules Do- 
Rar Wallis confutes vs ) end whether he be ſo till I cannot tell, I know nothing to the 
contrary : I finde good writers to praiſe him, and if rhe DoRor produce more Gram- 
mars againſt us, I will allow him two to ene,and venture my reputation againſt his no-cre« 
dit ; all this e nothing to the controverfie, which is abont the Ablative of the 
mennery which I have proved to be gocd Larine, and ( if the Dottor pleaſe ) elegant al- 
fo. He faith, Tell him Afrarex ( betwixt which 2nd Em. Alverzs, there is no other 
difference then that of Waltifres and Wallis ) made a Grammar. Good reader doeft thou 
finde any fach impertinency, in the Letter ? 1 fay Atvarex would bave taught bim more : 
and itis trove, for Alvurex faith, Adis aFionts prepoſitivzem, Curn, - inte: dum defiderat. 
And is this no more then to rell him 4lverex did write a Grammmar ? 1 believe mdeed 
that was all the PoRor knew of kim, but no man covid rhink that was all I meant ; 
thoegh writing in haſte, I did nor cite his words. Who that Orlendus Peſcetius is, b 
do not dncey buctnd he in his writings produced any thing that mighr avail che Door 
here, I doubt not but he would have alledpged it. The Advocates decifion is nota- 
gainft dir. Hobs, bar for him 3 I ſkall never cenfure any man for vſivg Can withan Ab= 
kative of the manner - nor yet if heuſe it once ( or fo) with an Ablative of the inflru- 
ment; (and more you do not obje@ ro Mr. Hobs _) becariſe I finde it in Tully. Cam 
xao Cixerene errere meſo, qudm cum illis ſapere. He faich, all rhar the Advocate dare af- 
* firm in the bufinefs, is, butra PERADVENTURE Ciffo ) it may be ſaid Gram- 
matically, but nor zfaally. Was there ever any man guilty of ſuch horrid fa jon! 
Tf ſo ! Itis Retiecinentis, not Dubitentis. Could ever any man force fach aremark our 
© of theſe words, If this be fo, then did Mr, Hobs ſpeak Grawnatica!ly, but nor aſuelh; 
© but you proceed. 

And therefore ſay I, ( as I ſaid before Yit were better out! This is not af{ good Do- 
Qor, you ſaid it could rot bem: as iSevident, and that nor only where the caſe was of 
the menney. bur I: ffrument alſo. Your reaſon why it were better ;ut, being, becauſe 
it could not be in. And now you ſee, that you have afforded us nothing hicherto bur fat 
ties, and falfficarions, I-77 ile: HZ au, 


——_———— 
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The next paſſage is concerning Pretendit ſcire. 


Ar. w. Fourthly, . (i.e, Mr.Hobs ) thatyor think, ! did miffcke (pracud® 
LDN Cen erik © Bl, (as th Pang 


a 


© was firſt printed, pag. 176.) tamen quia tu id neſcis, nec pr ateadis ſcire preter boy 
© euditx, RC. as appears in the torn popers. And. then ( aftcr yon had+modelled the mo 
© whole paragraph, as it now is pag, 174. ) tamen quis 7d nejcit, nec pretendit ſcire, pes” 
© &c. This 1 did, and do till take ( not miftcke ) for an Anghciſme. , And you cannor _ 
© deny but that#r ir ſo. Where is the millake then ?. You lay ity a faulc inghe lwpreſ( My 
© fica 3 yesthat it is, and thar twice, for failing. -Butwasitnota fault in the copy ti; ft? p 
© You ſay it ſhould have becn, pretendic fe ſorres, That i cootels helps the matter a Lir. > 
*:le. But why was it not {o2 , The. priucer.ieft cur je{ yes, at both places ! ) And why? Aut 


5 Buſt becauſe the 4uthoy had not purit in? , > HHS fi P 
L. Lr, His next refi=ion is upon pretendii ſcirez this he faith is an Angliciſme. If 
© this be all his accuſation, we ſhall loſe vpop thyy, ſcore mauy exprefſions that are uſed 


© by the beſt Authors, which I take to be good Latin,imes, thaugh they be allo Angli- = 
© ciſanes, the latter being bur an iniitation of the farmer, The Duttor there fare was a 
© roo fierce to condemn upon lo general an iccount, that which was not to have been Ties 
© cenſured for being an Angiiciſme, unlefs it alſo had been no Latiazjme. Nr. Hebs re» OY 
© plics, that the Printer had omitted ſe. Re faith. this mends the m-rrer alzttle. It þ. 

$38 very likely, for thenir is j:ft ſuch anocher 4Ang/1-1ſme as rhar of Quintilian z Curn le. : 
© ricatus in foro ambalarety þ; «tendebat ſe id meru facere. The Dodcr cerraiuly was very — 
© negligent, cr elſe he could not have miffed this in Rede:t Stephen. Of haply, he was rg 
© reſolved to condemn Nuintilian for this aud that other Ang!:ciſme, Ignorantie þ' atendi der 
© non p2teſt; as alſoall choſe that have uſed pretende, which are many, aud as geed Au- 
© thors as Dr. Wallis who makes his own Enzemieft ( not an Engliſh man _)aniongft them _ 


© to write Ang/iciſmes. : 
Dr. W.rep!. The next is pretendi: ſcire , which I rook to eno great elegancy. You of 
* ſuppoſe that 1 12ck it for an Angliciſmez and I confetſed 1 dit. Your defence was, 


© that it ſhould have been pretend!t ſe ſcire, ( thereby conteT'ong, I ſuppoſe, tht wicth- = 
Gur ſe it was not good, ) but thar ſe was omir:ed in the inzprefſioa ( twice for fail- ſee 
© iag. } Your Advocates defence is, that pratendo js a good. Larin word ( as th: vgh toy 
© any had queſtioned it ) why did he not bring the ſame: for Ciem in the former place ? _ 
© For doubtleſs that is 2 good Latin word too. The eatieft defence had been, in both © 
© places, as well a5 one, to pur ir upon the Printer; ( inthe one place he put in cum, 2 
© which were better out; in the othere !icfr out ſe, which ſhow!d have deen in : ) or = 
© elſe, that it was but the ffum3ling of an baFy pen, which had been exculc enough, and th 
* would have pafſed without any more ado. | 

What the DoRor {aid in his Elenchis 1 have not the book to ſee; yer 1 fear he mi- bas 
ſtakes the terms no great elegency, and an Angliciſme! An 4ng/iciſme may be a very great = 
elegancy : and I think the DoRor did nor do well in a Philoſophical dilcourſe ro con- _ 


_ demn pbraſes for nor being greet elegancies: but ſurely he took ic for a Barbariſm? 3 up- 
pon the former account he muſt ſeem imper:inent, and on the larter ſcore, jgnorant. 
In the conſtruRion of rheſe two words, Limag ined that his quarrel ly againſt the verb 
pr &tends, ro pretend, ( and he I think muſt confeſs it, for the infititive mood without 

an Accuſative caſe before it, as here Se was omitred, is frequent ia Latin Authors, e- ] 
venin Tully \hereupon I ſaid pretendo was 2 good word in that ſenſe, and proved ir. c 
Bur thar I ſaid fraply that pretends was a good Latin woid, without any re/ation to its 
Engliſh fignification, is a thing impoſed upon me by the Door, that fo he mighe 
ſeem to reply ſomerhing, though he ſaid nothing. What the printer might leave our, 
the DoRor will rell us anon in his own cafe; if he expe any frvowr, he muſt learn 
ENTS. You have had enough _ EOS, and it 1s of eahe for a printer 
w leave ourſe,' ("in my poer conceit ) as He would have us credit himconceraing the 
grever. If he had acknowledged it the frmbling of an beffy pen, the Doftor weld 
— rdly 
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hardly have let it paſs, who will not Ietatone other paſſages thatare not ſuch. Letra. 
ny body com pare both, and fee to what the DoRor aniwers. The 'mention of his 
Encomiaſtes, who is a publick Profefſour of Mathemaricks, of known abilities, and te 
youd exception, obliges me to preſent the reader with ſome parc of his Latin letter: 1am 
very charicable to think the Door did alter ſome of his Solzciſmes, yet as it is after 
it hach paſſed hoth their hands, 1 here tender it. " ' 

Cum ſtate preteritd in manas inctderit Thame Hobs elementorum philoſophia SeMio pri- 
ms: &bftinere non petui quin tralatem iftum leviter evelverim. Inſtigabat me ad hoe, tum 
Authors hujus celebritas, tumett:m quod plura in eodem traftatu offendebdam Geometrica, que 
f# Pbiloſophiem non exco!erent, ſaltem ut quam maxim illuftratura f.renty epinabar. Sed 
me illum perinſtrante, cum talta thi invenerim ejus de Algeb:4 frve Analyfi S 19 $ quidus 
mibi facile fuit colligere, quod Author bic in eadem arte parum deberet efſe verſatus: ( quan- 
doquidem bac illa Ars ext9:t, ut ft liber ſuns in Geometrid egregii ac ardui quid contineret, 
qualia ſe paſſim inveniſe PR AZTENDERE mibi videdatur, id ipſum buic arti, ju- 
dicio meo, in totumn deberet; ) Cumme adbuc in perilufirando dum pergebam, nonnulle de re- 
de ac curve equalitate, alidque complura animaivertebim quorum cognitzonem nunquam mie 
hi pollicebar ac inter ſeponenda notabam, vel certe ft ſpes aliqud imventendi il'a mii ſupereſſet, 
quiin Algebrem in partes vocarem non dabitebam; Alam excude de ipſo opinionem concept, 
credens quod illi queillam an'e 8 proprio penu deprompſiſſe eutumabam, non nift altorum inven - 
14 efſe, ſed jgyalium ſenſum ab eo tradn-ia aut correpta 4 Taeoque ſiquid boni in es compreben- 
deretur, id quam maxime eſe ventilandum ac excuriendum. 

Here is ſuch a premi/fts our of Du:ch-land, as I have not the patience to tranſcribe 
any more : If the Doctor will excuſe him, he muſt flie ro Tullies Epiffol. noflre debent 
dellckines, He th:t had exhibired to vs ſuch a letter, might have ſpared the fumblings 
of « contemplative minde in a large treatiſe. This man the DoQor fayes needs not Mr, 
Hob's praiſe : If he did, I believe he would not obtain it : he gives not praiſes to them 
thatfitand in need, bur which deſerte them. If he have no better ornaments then we 
ſee here, ( that 1 may uſe the Scarlet DeRors phraſe ) the ragged regiment will ſcarce al- 
low him the benefit of a mufter.. Mr. Hobs called him Duns :-the Door hints us our 
an Apology for him, ( p. 10. ) viz. that Duns ſhould not be writen with an S. well 
now that | have exhibited the letter, do as you fee fit. Afinſbew ( from whence I 
may as well ſay you have plundered the Erymology of Heb-gobbing, as you charge me 
with Nizolius,&c.) ſaith it comes fiom denſus : and then jr may he Duzns3 (with an S.) 
the © bejng wanting is a Dugardiſme. When I read itI1 think there may be an allufion 
ro his name, which having ſome affinity with Scotus, he firnamed him Duns, But go 


ON, 
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r. W._ In like manner Page 222. Trafatus hujus partis tertie, in qua mots et magni- 
D *rudo per ſe et a&ftra&e confideravimus, terminum hic flatus, This was the Prin, 
© ters fault too, was it not? Or atleaſta faulr in the impreſſion? | 

L Lr. Here I muſt confeſs the exception is colourable, yet I can parallel ir with 
<the like objeion made by Eraſmus againſt Tully, out of whom Eraſmus quotes this paſ- 
< ſage : Dintiks commorans Athenss 3 quoniem venti negabant ſjolvendi facultatem, @#rat ant« 
© wes ad te ſcribere : 2nd excuſes it thus, that Tully might have had arfirft in his thoughrs 
-volebam, or Fatuebam, which he afterwards relinquiſhed for erat animes, and did not 
remember what he had antecedently writien, which did not vary from his —_—— 

[ ougin, 


conſider pi 
© and alſo ſbew thatit is greater then whar is legible in-the puny letter of bis Zxcomieff, 
© whom he would have to be beyond exception. | 

Dr. W. repl. Aud the ſame defence ( vig. that they were the Samblings of an bail pen) 
© ſhould have been made for the third. and fiſt place 3 matus ct megnituds confideravanus: 
© and muta cjuſmedi ( propoſitienes )for todefend ſock miſtakes, is worſe then ro commir 
© them, And the like of many clegancies, of which 1 gave you a taſte the laſt 
© rime, which now are paſſed over in fileace. And'it would not have hurt you ro have 
© faid as little of theſe. Such lips are no. greet blemifh. tiltthey come to be defended. 
© And | ſhould not have thought it worth while, ſo muchas ro note them, if you had 
© norina mangecrchallenged me ſo to.do. 

Def. That theſe were not the flumblings of an Daffy pen in Mr. Hobs, I cannot fay : 
if he had acknowledged it ; how the Dottor would hare paſſed over bis faxits, where- 
as he maketh fuch adoe concerning the printers Errate, any one may conjeture, what 
I wroxe in the letrer, I wrote not as if ic had been the ru/e he proceeded by, burexcuſe. 
And what more might have becn ſaid, for thoſe that I paſſed by, let the reader judge by 
what I have faid, and ſhall ſay for theſe. I cannot allow the Dodor that TO DE- 
FEND SUCH MISTAKES IS WORSE THEN TO COMMIT THEM, greater men 
then I are concerned in this : the reader ſces that Tally and Mr. Hobs are in the fame 
condition, whatever then hath been fard for the one, may juſtifie the ether ( matetis 
matandis ) and what the Door objedts againſt the Apologiſt for Mr. He5s, will incereft 
the Advecates of Tally in the controverfie. It is not ore, but ſeveral Soleciſmes that 
Eraſums carpeth atin Tally. Iſhall ſer down Fel. Scdigers defence (thoughir be long, 
it. cannar be tedious to the diligent reader) in groſs, not omitting things remote from 
5 ng: 5g becauſe the Oration is hard to be got, and contains very re- 

kable things. Thus then Fulizs Scalzger ſpeaketh to his ſuppoſed auditors, con- 
cerming Eraſmus. 


© Solaciſmos in Ciceronis ſcriptis deprehenſes tradit etiamne id nebulo ? Quis tibi di- 


TEES. Ls HSH-S-TT1--E--8 


1 TS OwRgrarohgs! 


i 
busa G y 
i (XCi$ 

as 


candigdus cfics tw, quam ille yir bonus fuirac doRus, defenſionem quoque mutuari dev 


buiſks. ai ©, 
Marcus Tullius vocem piiffimuy, inquit (Erefius tanquam barbaram proſcindir,. qud- 
mulri probaci autbores ufi func. Ar Cicero id inter eos yircs vitio. veftebat, qui neque 
runcreclanarunt. £x quorum conſenſy femel afferrum, quod dixifice, poſtea pro bono 
probat6que agnovit Nec fied voce ufi ſunt ii, qui tibi probi videntur, 'contioud tan- 
van: Barbaf's a roro Senatu rejici non deber ; ſed twillis. qui cue. permiſſa.ed voce uf 
quoniam finilem rut vocen awplecteris,: affenciris 3 Gicerani.qui- rotius Senaihs, 
tx rotius ſpe poſteritatys candem ignominis noravit,' diſlimili: rvi nunQtori non? 


Bc . . * 
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conſc 
aMenriris. F - X (3 47 | | LHSTEZS LY == 
Fecere contumeliam, inquit, Latize digtur, 'at id Ciceroni quaſi non\prote diftom: 
tavxatur. In Euuucho nemque Terentians Thais ita lequitar.  Nem | ego digna bac con- 
tumelis ſum maxims#, a tn indignus qui faceres tamen : Opinor; inquitz tacit? repeti.con- 
tumelion, Mitificum fibi facinus fecifle y1derur, fi eendem vocem alteri verbo reddide. 
rir. Ar idetiam pueriſciogc , quod fitam preftantisefes memeciz; quim acerbiant-: 
mi es, fi obſcrrationes non rt non tamopere nurc laborates. Quare non egam- 
recum inimice icd humaniter co labore re levaram me opet yolo,: , Audiſtine uaquam 
ex cratiane Catonis, quarn pro ſe contra C. Caſfium habyvit ea verba? Atque event its 
Nuairites, ut in bdc contumelid, quemibi per bujaſce petulantiam ſaftumincy. Ex Plauti i- 
tem Afjnatia potcras hune ſervum excirare, cujus reſtimonium; facile atdue 3 
hoc ig. jpdicip pur-re non d<buifti, qui ift3 rui tragzdia Davum agis. Is igitus 
ita Joquity ;.. Tu alteri contumeHem facies, tibi non dicarer ?- Eq: quanto; beneficio.meo 
pteris, qui te tam mulca doceo, quz aut nullo modo neveris, aur perperam didiceriss 
aut tuepites oblicus fueris 3 Te rants .in calumnii deficientem extito,:collapſum fuble= 
Vo, tantum: abeſt ut cua ifta venena pertimeſcam. : Quamobrem 'tot -tantdque edofuss 
id quoque'I me doceri debes, Ciceronem non id rejecifſe ranquam nemo unquam fic 
locurus fueric, ſed quod runc iſta nemo loquererur. Non enim dicir, Quis _—— 
houtns eft ? Sed quis fic loquitur? Idem ported vitium eft et inandire, ct lets 
Co. At itz evenit ut quod tanti ztatis illius authoricate defirum-erat, ty pariarthy 
ris inſtavrare coneris. Nan-enim quezcunque veteres I MP O LIT I'V Sdixiflent, 
atim ab ec clegantiſfima zrate recep'a ſunr. - Er cum idem Cato, idem' Plautus mule | 
ris dicendi formulis afi effeat, id C ASTIORES linges handquaquam fibi licere 
volverunt. Quecd ur apertilts cognoſcas, vel ex Terentianis elocutionibas amplids in- 
relligcre «ft, quaraw quaſdam quamliber puri- avthoris, ne probamus -quidem. Non 


enim poſt illum quiſpi-m ocatorum dixir, tibi, aurmihbi decere, quod. quidemextet : 
qui dicenc'ii ramen forma ille oſus eft, Neque-multa alid qus;/ne ſefiidinis pariamus 
aponere ſuperſcdebo. 79 22379 0 pat 2 ap 
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erutas fordes, pw 90m, Þ 
You have here the of twolcarned men Hgarned es Dr. Wallis ) for 
and you ſee what pains they take tp.commit. a worſe ctropr, then thats which they A 
fend. 1 ſhould not ſay any more, bur that the hath wiirepreſented me to thax 
honourable perſonage 1n the dedication of his Pamy as Kihet & id motus (F mag- 
nitxde confider evimms were true Latine. That I faid go {ach thing, the letter doth bear 
me wirneſs, ar ers 6, ode. debared by the Popes legate at Paris con- 
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CE nate his friend Bex« had beter have excuſed thar of Lake(” no bad 
Greeian * ) Ki#s 26. v: 3, Iyo/car 3r-w ov, as Camerarinss did» then to infert into the 
rext $1dde, upon the account rranſcribed 
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odfofſfims 
on'mighr briog us at preſent)1 do finde him amongſt his other clegancies to have let fall 
this negligent paſſage. Finem ( aicbat Hannibal |) faceret Antischus ſperandi, 
ſe Aﬀeam pacatam et trenquille:n bebiturum, ſed pots cegitaret, di illo Imperis; propediem 
cur Romanis cerrendum fotbi efſe terra marique 3 et aut illis Imperium 01bis terrarum proſumen- 


| tibus eripiendiem \ ant vithum et regni poſſeſſiane cedentin, «ccipiende» quaſcungue pecis condje 


trones vifer boſtis dedifſe | | 
Thos mnch I have choſen to fay vpon this point, that the Grammar reader may ſee 
how valid his rules are, how little need there was of that excuſe he ſaggeſts, and how 
many are concerned in that abſurdity he ſo exaggerates againſt me, for defending Sole- 
ciſmes,' _ reidonly excyſe an ordinary @yax/audvy in Gr Ler the DoRtar 
take notice of what I have now faid, hereafter, and if in any thing that ſhall proceed 
from me he chance to finde ſome places paralel ro what 1 pane 48e7vr our of Tully, 
Homer, &:c. I ſhall never ſecure my ſelf againſt his rules by excuſe of haffe, but without 
fear of ſhame acknowledgeit VOLUNTART, - 
As for that felſe ſunt———t& finite ejuſmedi ( propeſttiones ) I do fill wonder that ever 
he ſhould think thar to be unuſozl : I breughthim that place in the beginning of Tul- 
lies 2, #nimedverti ſap*C atonem, 'clm in Senatu_ſententiam diceret, lecos graves 
ia Philoſopbia traflere, abborrentcs eb hec uſu forenſs etpublico, ſed dicendo conſequt tamen, 
«t ills etiam popule probabilie viderentur, - The Do@or exceprs nor «gainft the place, 
he doth nor ſhew thar locxs is ever raken for # commen place when ir is of rhe neuter gen- 
der plural - I referred him to anorher paſſagein Acad. Queft. |. 2. An txy cum res occul- 
piſſimes aperneris, in lucdauue protuderis, juratiſque er ea te comperiſſe ( quod mibi quoque 
dicebe!, qui ex te illa cogneveram) negebis efſe remulleam, qua cognoſci, comprebendt, per- 
cipi poſſit ? Many more examples might have been produced, bur | thought it needed 
not + neither do I think it now very neceſſary, but only to refle& upon the DoRor the 
"more. Had not thoſe Grammeriens, who are, as I-may pbraſe it with the eloquent Mr. 
Afilron, bonts Authoribus tranſcribendis et divexandis nati, varied the text, Plautus would 
have furniſhed us with a multitude of examples, whereia the Sxbfantive and AdjeSive 
had nor agreed in gender, as eamns intro, nen atibile [ now atibilis ]hic locus fatis tnis 2 
and the like, whictFthoſe puny criticks heve altered. But in the like caſe to that of : 
Nr. Hobs, 'tiscommon. Hoc preuremnemeum ed, make Stabulantar in antro, So Ovid. . 


Creſeunt arbufta, et fatus in teimpore fundunt, 
Nuod cibus in totes wſqne ab redicibus tnis, 
Per truncos ac per Tames diffundiner omnes.-. 


Several of the like examples are produced and defended by Giphanius pon Eucretizsin 
ColleFan. gener. mates. not only ont of Poets, but 'varrs-- In any ſentence where the 
fubftantive of one gender hath'a Synonymons word of another, the adjeRive- ( noreo- 
hering immediately; bt following at z diſtance) ma” agree cither with it, of it's 
Synommon, as in particular here me{:2 may agree with proloquie, enunciara. dia, and 
nor wi th propoſitioner, as Scelus poſiquem /ndificatus eft virginem. Ubi ille ſcelus oft. qui 
me perdidit 2 Scaliger. exercit. 319. Exclide theoremata reducenda ſunt ad paxciores. And 
voy doubt in that piece of Scaliger may he found «ff:fedly vcd all ( or moſt ) of 
thoſe Soleciſmes which the Door cenſtrerh in Mr. Hobs. I finde in very good judge's | 
of the Latin tongue theſe thitfys propoſed as imirable, populo wt placerent quas fecrſſet fa- 
Sulax. , Cujus mos ef confimilis vetrum, bi ſe ad v95 applicant, 8c, Omnes repudiandum eff 
artes. © Veftri adhortendi canſa;- 4tiqued fuir principnum generandi = . 


| Sbook de exilio, C wherein he fhewed to whar an tarp dans | —_ wrote 
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I ſhall leave the order of the Letter at preſent, and parſe the Dofors method, ae: 


11409 the next paſſage to be debated is Tanguam dicerenas. - 


cy 
Plance, rumes alto Druſeram ſanguine, tanquan of 
Feerinte aoulqgte ami fe: 
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not miffeken, 
any in Stephen. ( nor can 
thing thence cill I have read the paſſige |} bur if and Ca- 
Authors, [ hopehe will admic of Accizs, Nevins, and Garments for 

this Criticifme, and never hope pardon fac 
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rejet it. © T have here exhibed the letrer withone zny vetiation, 
ar our of Celamells, which the Dottor might well ———_ 1 had 
to be miſcircd ( as many clſcace, and are obſerved by Franciſce: 
either the tranſcriber oc printer did me that wrong to alter the : 
Do more reſponſible, then for that verſe out of Dieays : . which is v. 
not v. 27. aSith printed - if the Door had conſulted the place, he would 
me, there, as he doth noria his enſuing diſcourſe. ; 
Dr. Walls. That of tanquem, is bur a meer cavil, as well 2s thereft, T, d- 
< ceremus, and tanquem pofſent, | ſaid were Elhpiice/. And are they not 2 Thatten- 
«quam fignifies Quly os, and not &« if ; and doth it fignifie any more ? That Talhy's 
«+ word is tangnam | ( which is proper enough ed beminem, tro you that will- needs be 


* vid's roo. Mer. 7. tanguem i parve Done, } hath nor -man made 
* ſearch in Rod. Stephana's Thef. ling. lat. Theſ. Ci (er Nieelae 7 andcemane 
tO the concrary ? Bur he ſaith, 


a any one example tenquem ff is nor Tul- 
& Rs * d; exception, let ir then be Tully's phraſe 
G > not. Satethin ane Loy a3 et-f, ac-ff, wh, op 


« well tam - ff, one ward ? Or quam-«b rem? Bur | ſaid forther, that theagh «llip< 
cel, yet I wenld «[low Mr. Hobs ſo to ſpeck wi a A 


< would hare 

* cavi{ at. - 
1 ſhall omit whar follows, this being all thatis material : yetall that the peviſh Do- 

Rour ſaith, ſhall be anſwered in its proper place» The i reader will 


perceive who playes the Cevilley : for ifthes be nora cavil, I do not know what is; 
© to conden 2 thing as ebſoluteh bed. TANQLY AM withoor ff fignifies but &, nor 
*axif. And yet toallow it now ſo far as to itto be in Celius, and other 
*zorhors? Oughr not that plex to be ſufficient with you, which is all you alledge for 
edducis malleum? Cuftome and popular aſe being the rule of elegancy, it ſhould have 


Rot, 
All that 1 fay of 8 6 
Rodin or ren 


; 
i 
; 


ground of my afferrion, his being raken 
ing asked by a Genrleman (* a famifias acquaintance of his ) 
my iffo young ) how he might arrain to the knowled 
he por him overre the reading of Rod. en. fa 
ro the world fo mech Philology, fice in 


7 wondered how he 
aloog ye of converſc with him, he could nor perceive any excelitacy of his thar way. 


notI a well elthim the rex be cicerh in his Lann or Engliſh ſermons, are te be 


gone he 
EF I—__ k 
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. fan inferera] concerdences ? Are not all the rexts there? is it noe a8 eafie to treckin 
"the cae;; as io che other? > Are nor borh of che ſame nature? That he wene no furcher 


then 
. >The d:Courſe about rexquem # ane te omirted ; for ic proceeded from a 
© 


miſtake of mine art firſt > | having oblerved how criticel the Door was about words, 


reſolved to give him the like hints as my occaſions would permiriu fo haſty ag attempre 
3d thorodph bafte i charged him —_— f Tullyes word, (which now he 
doth, and Ovids roo ) whereas he named it his phrafe. . The Dotiaor chargeth me-por 
withany forgery, burgoes abour to defend ranzuam ft for one word, whereas they are 
two. You may cafily fee how refolute rhe Door is never to acknowledge, and whar 
is to be hoped” from his good aatxie, who doch thus effece the molt known truth. 
« [dy not ? Saich he, if need be, may not rhey be one word, as well as e2. f, oc fi, orguam- 
« &&-rem?_ I'tell you Door you are not torric cuſfomes by -reeſon + you ſhould for ouce 
Doftorhave imitated Tully, who is reported aſrm loquendt populo conceſfſiſſe, ſciemien 
ſidiretimiſſe. [Be pleaſed ro hearwith me Aldus Menxtine de Orthograph. 'Pramefere, 
” 5, preſefert xnici diffienr ſcrido, quanguam ex tridus compongtar: aſi enim in nnam 
rrenftit z- ſecut! quemedmodinn, quemebrem, Oc. que can ft compoſites uſu amen in unam 
ndtaren colenemt. I expetted to have heard from the Perecritick Cit is his own word } 
veteres codicer, marmere, & PandeS« Flere ite ſer idunt, but he purs us oft wich a why 
ao? If ye do norhold his peace, he will never carch any mice : «his is a picce of a pro= 


x Stephen, -any body that ſees what he. ſaich of edvenientem cum will 
"grant :Bur what grounds he had ro think I ever coaſulted hi qd weep. 


- kimſelf, aud follows not the «ber bur his ava phanty, and of the ralidity of Mr. Hed's 


. verb Door, teanguen ff, and tenquamn ft befides are not one and the fame. - 


Anather thing obſervable is, that he having made vic of Taihes authority, fayes itis 
«d haminen; < iris proper enough ed beminem, ro you that will needs be 


ET gumenturm ; 
« Ciceronians, forfooth._JBur he mide the objeftion againft Nr, Hobs, ard he is nor 
Darke chat he habe je by way of Proghes feacknoning tn, 7 Bond ere 

at he ſpoke it by way - p, fore ' , I ſhould write agai 
him $ yet he will nor think the anticats propheficd of the boye's play, Enyaſe, 


yen CEE —_— 
— ad 


, | $ 5+ 


pen 

if the riſe or downfal of Degow-presbyrery de 

have faid chat the Cevabers are juftly Ns in TE 
that thoſe divines ( of which our Doftor was a Scribe) which conld m of faith, 
could break thoſe of Grammar. The Doftor being deſcended mage 7 


Grammariſts, ir is not to be wondered that he will net acknowledge, 


any x 
| and of the rale ofe{-gence ( without arule, thae is xo renſgr ! He thirreadsa book 


foas to pick and chooſe, cull and rejeR, makes not his r the rule of ele » bur 


 T 2 


> LS 


FIY—--.- wy 
Exe 2 yet becauſe I perceive our Mathematician not to be ſd perſpic: "2D 
hers are, 1 wuſt crave leave ro accommodate my ſelf to his c@«ciy, lecrer deing: 
not intended for ſatisfying him, but one of more jogenuitie, The. prehminaries ' 
dn, and then 


all couched in the letter, which yer 1 fhall now niore largely fer 
fubjoyn the text itſelf, SF 


It isto be noted that I make 7 »//ythe ſole rule of Latineleganice, and- 
other Authors no further uſeful ( as to language ) then they ſpeak con-: 
and wharf formably to bim. Unus Cicero omminm eleganiiſſime eft locutns? pure: 
wn crutch, | quidems alis quod eft in maxima landis parte penendum ; preſſe alii,. | ac prope 
, obguan- iN ang in brevitate divin extitcrunt Sed nnns Cicero leaudens eminent ac virttes 
Lforouce | iy ſe tranſtulit omnesz pure hicin loco, nec muliis cuans'res poſt ulat, \4git ; 
in uno autem illo illuftrande orationis genere DEUS eft, verborums dem. 
wn In RIA leltuw eloquemie originem Ceſar efſe dicebat > atqui alis SEMPER «ls 
n in anem = quid babent, quod aut prorſns dammetur, ant ſaltem eque non probetyr, 
wha wy vetuſtatem ali nimis dedits opera conſefttantur, in agreſtibus ac parim cul», 
tis ſeſe alit magis obleftaniy, alis alio witio laborant, UNUS- Cicerstaw 
them abeſt ut tale quicquam in ſe admiſeret, nt meſſem illam nobis, atque ver- 
layes it is boruns omninn copiam omnem perpurgarit, qui NIHIL in ſermonem, 
rw quod non Remanum oleret, quod ab 4tatis ſua calin atque dignitate quicquam 
and the abhorreret, quod omni denique ſplendore non elnceſceret, prorſus intertextuit. 
e againſt I ſhallnot engage ar preſent in a defence of the imitdtion of Twly: 
that the Latin tongue is to be gained by imitation and converſe with Au- 
— thors, is confeſſed: that notthe imitation of any ſingle author,: nor 
the framing of anew ſtile out of the reading of wary, orall, promiſcu- 
ouſly, is to be p.eferred before the bare imitation of Cicero (quod non 
tam hominis quam eloquentie nemen ef+| ) This hath been aſſerted with 
)abour ſufficient advantage. to the cauſe by « ortefre againſt Politianz Bemibus 
(elf, as againſt Picus Mirandala; Riccins, Doletus, &c. againit Eraſmus, whoſe 
lence | dialogue entitled Ciceronienms did fo diſguſt the learned of that age, 
firy, as that he was more declaimed againſt for that infolent and malicious piece, 
fore then any other work ofhis; he found that it was more facile to. decry 
| think the Papacy, then 7 «ly; he found his reputation as to all manner of 
faith, learning ſo loſt thorough che publiſhing of that Pamphlcr, that there was 
Ong no poſlibility to regain his eſteem but by a recantation, which he did, 
ibe or profeling himſelf rea::fe in gratian cam Cicerone. | 
d thar Now for what is conformable to T#ly's ſtile, I do not leave to the Um- 
© ceſe, pirage of LILLIES Grammar, nor yet to the deterniination of 
> bur Nizolins or Charles Stephen's Ciceronian diftianaries,' nor Daletnscom- 
Heb x - mentaries, or Scherns, or Rrccins, nor any other: of that: kinde. ; He 
6 that would be a competent judge of elegance, mult be CY in 
D oy wully, 


- 


Taly;and have weighed attentively his words; phraſes, periods, the 
xetwerdſity of the ones the choice and »fe of the other - In order tothe 
ne I expeRt* either that the ſame phraſe be produced, or ſore 
of the ſame »atire and kinde, which may be equivalent. Burthe 
DeRQor muſt pardon me, that School ( whither- he removed the calc :') 
vety wiſely ! For he knew nothing of the cuſtomes there, for that is the 
true conſtruction of theſe his words, what belong; ro the di; erline of Weſts 
minſter School 1 do not ſo well know, as perhrps this Egijto'cr ) and in his 
Proſopopia hath been as bappy as the Scorch painter, who being reaue= 
ſitedco paint Lexden, drew Edexboroneh; which did not tend to the Gifs 
nceof the 03:7, bur painter : ) that School never permitted me to argue 
a gexeve ad pers, fromthe Afe;apborical ofe of the word, to the proper 
ule ofthe ſame. Nor to conclude from the uſe of the Simple ver b, the 
weot the compomnd : nor from the uſe of exe or more compountis in & 
certais ſenſe, tothe uſing of avetber in the ſame manrer. It being a way 
of reafoning from po/i51/1rres to reats:1e5, from the imaginary ule of the 
word at /ome rime;, to the real ulc of itin the beſt andpareft times: in 
which manner of arguings though the drvixes of late have much pleaſed 
themſelves, and eſpecially the DoRor in his rhe; yer I cannot approve 
itin thews, or allow itin Lis Theſe things being premited, ( which &- 


—_ mighr have obſerved in the extra, which was fentto a perſex 


mederf.oxding, however it came into Dotor Wallis hands!) It is 6+ 
vident.chat whatever che DoRor hath produced of Adducere febrem, (- 
nas,- faftidiom, rem is indicizm, diſcrimen, periculum: controver(iam, 
dudixm, axyuſftian, locam, ftatum, ordinem, ad manxs, ad concor diam ; 
titan: in extremmm. {Which arcall or moſt of what he hath alledgedin 
addzco) are i ' 2 the gue/?:on being concerning decal rraxjporta- 
flo. Apain, it is clear, that whatever he hath alledged our of deduce, 
redgcs,  rdwics, prodincs, produce, rradnce, abaxco, cbauco, duce, amount 
not to a full of the cafe in hand, were they as fignificant asthe 
Pocor would haverhe credulous reader to believe him in verboſecer- 
dots? © 
>: Anotherthing the Door ſhould have conſidered, rhat I having fixed 
thy rails of ejogence otherwiſe, 1 am tot to be refuted our of Pliny, Yarro, 
Columelila, &c. If Ialkedge any author of that Samp, itisa valid ar- 
Rinne ad heminens, where Doctor W-ilis is concerned; becauſe he 
makes uſe of them 5s the r#/e of ſpeech: but againft me the procedure is 
& fooliſh, as# I ſhould meafuredy rhe ror, and che DoRtormete with 
Ik EU. Thedifference is about rrac:pies, not 5n;erences, and therefore 
the Dottde ſhould cither have ditpared- whar I eook For a principle, and 

| he - 
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he did not 3 or elſe not have entermedked.  Batthe DoRoris profeſſor 
of Mut hematichs, and not Logick ; 1 would fain know whether this be 
any part of Logiitice SpecioſaÞ Or the new Analyſs 2 If | were to 
write of Phy/ich, Hushardry, &c. 1 fhould notdoubt to fupply Taz/- 
ts defeRQt of rerms out of thoſe kinde of Authors, yet I ſhould notmake 
uſe of their expreſtions further then they are vocabul£ arts... If the Do: 
Ror had conſidered his quorations, he muſt either fall into a groſs pa- 
ralogiſme ex particxleribus, or tell us that whatſoever the drag-ner of 
© Authors ( antrext and axtich, Poets and proſaick writers ) hath drawn 
<down, and tendered to us ingrofs, prays, Crebfih and Lobſter, Sea- 
« weed, ſhells, ſhrubs, unpicked, wogardled, this is the KLE of 
© Elegance. Otherwiſe his reaſon isne more then this, 7 here are ſome 
expreſſions in Varre, Columella, Pliny, Oc: which are paſſably elegant + 
Thereforg this of mine is ſuch. Though it de notiz terminss, nor by any 
thing equivalent, to be found there, for oughe either he, or 1 knows 
Whar eſteem is tobe attributed to Terexce, Scaliger relterh conternt- 
eth facere contumelians : decere vobys : in his defence 'of Tully : and as 
for Plax:xs who firteth his Latin to his petſotis, I ſhall never acequnt his 
virnilaer difta( eduxi merumw, abduxi clavem.) for elegaucies whenn- 
ny body hereafter ſhall uſe chem, but Dr. #allis. His argument from 
them, muſt be ex p.-rticularibus. 1 defire my allegations our of Seabiger 
and Dolctws above-mentioned may becanſidered in this place. > ..+ -.* 
As for the Poets, it he mean they ſhall ſtand for any thing,, he maſt 
argue out ofthem, as he did our of the others, or elſe every man will 
be apt to throw dirtin his face; for, can any man def-nd all that ever 
Pirgil, Horace, Ovid, &c. have ſaid, I will Ky ro be good in pr, 
{ though that allone is to the queſtion, ) but in ern verie { | 
in order to this hath been ſaid afore out of $ , and it isinfinicethat 
Wight be objected againſt the three. I profeſs I am not diſpoſed toron- 
veriein feter ; yet I ſhall then do it, when our judiciexs- profeſſour, 
ſhall verfifie in 7allye*s proſe ; or that he may betcer it, in Tully*s" poetry. 
Ovid is ſaid tro be ſuch a matter of elegancies, that he hath been charg- 
Rered as one in quo nu!lus eft verborum delefFus, wulla ad ſolutam eratic 
news accomedats locutio. 1 ſhall not diſparage Virgil, nor Herace (whoſe 
nen bent pro multo bbertds vendituar aure, may vic with cun mmpern per- 
cxrrere, I think ) they are all Cancnds non loquends exempla. | Asforhis 
urging paſſages out of Mr, Hobs againſt him. jitisas vain, as ifhe had ur- 
chem againſt me. Mr. Hobs intended toinform our jud 
got to write-what either ſhould be an cx wp/e or rule of | e| te: be 
&cfired to de underſtood, to be —_ improvement of knowledge, not 
£ 3 the 
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Having entertained youwith theſe preliminarics, I ſee no reafon yet why I ſhould 
tranſcribe all thar the DoRor hath aid in his due corre8ien P. 15, ns. id, IS, 20, 
27. I defire co give my thonghss as little diverſion as may be, from other ftudies: and 
| gg yy ny unanſwered that this yeaxirrre@ Prgmy hath obje< 
. I hall therefare nex: ſabjoyn the letter, and then ſurvey his ſcattered excepti- 
> =: Ende Ly And C which is more |) ſhow in the cloſe that I can allow of the 
concluſion, however he hath wrang!ed about the premites. I 

Now follows his ridiculous Apology for edgucis malleum, at ccridas maſcem, the oc» 


Plawns, Terence, Toy, Caſer, Tacitus, Pliny, . Seneca, Vir- 


.* deny it. doom for norallowing his Latin; yer I muft 
bo remre che DoBcr for having read «lM Anthirs, norwirhftandin bis «ents. 
© 3x; and I hope he will do the like for me. And for thoſe which he hath read, had 
"be n9 berrer proofes then theſe, he had, I zm fore, been whipped ſoundly 


COPY was 
him; - lethim tell me where he did ever read in Flaxtus, addafte res in 


Thelieve the DoQor doth think- * 


; I finde the whole ſentence in Plinze's preface to. Veſfefian ( ourof whom 
Wn. 


. "Jfiathe he cires it ) abour the eRs were itd naltis prodite; 
CE Ee eh tri rery emmmgle | ett ardongh he 


tgothpremiſe his edduZe res in feFidirm. Letthe Dotter tell where he everd 
in Herece Ove rene fc. adducunt tedium vint. Did he C or any elſe, with the inter» 
© poſition of an, &c. _) make Trocheicks? | lay, and Stephanns fayes fo roo, that is in 
« Pliny lib. 23+. 15. near the end; the whole ſentence runs thus, Ebriefts Ove noflue 
© per tridinam date in wins, tednom ej . I doubt not but theſe are' the places 
© he aimed at, although he diſguiſed and minced the Quotations : if they benoer, I 
[ſhould be glad ro avgment my Stephanie with his additions. 

Theſe things premiſed, 1come to confider the Wyong moourints Res ed adduBla off : 
© eddufa vita in extremum : eddu&#q res in faftidinm : rem ad mucrones et manus edducere 2 
© contra res et adduie in enguifun : re5 ad concordiem edduci poteft : in ordinem adducere : 
© edducere febres, fitim, tedium vini: (all in Rodert Stephen ) berwixt which and «ddu- 
$ ceremalleum. what a vaſt difference there is, I leave them to umpier gui teretes et reli- 
' ieſas neFi ſunt ures, who are the competent judges of elegancy, and only caft in 
i the verdit of ane or ewo, who are in any place ( where the purity of the Latin 
« rongne flouriſherh ) of great efteem. Looj ens in his Scope lingua Latine, ed purgendim 
;rguam & derbarie, &c. ( would any think that the DoQors elegant expreflion, fre- 
©quentin all Authors, which none but the malicians or ignorant can deny, ſhould fufe 
« ter fo contumelious an expurgation ? ) Looſaus CI fay) theſe words: Adferre 
© plerigue minks attent? utuntny pro Nuoed Plantns, in Pſeudols, infigni exemple 


| ©notet, C. Atul; bunc. P. Quid attalifti ? C. Adduxi wolni dicere. P. Quis iffic eſt ? C, 


© Charinus. Satis igitur edmonet diſcriminis inter ducere, reducere, adtucere, et abducere, 
Cone deperſond; et ferre, adferre, Oc. que de re dicuntur, Idem. Dometham, quem e= 
© 20 nevi, edduce; argentum non moror quin ferer, Cevendum igitur eff ne walgt more, 
( © let the Dotor mark this, 2nd know that this author is anthentick amongft the Cice- 
© roniens ) edferre de per fond dicemns, ſed edducere; licet et boe de certis quibuſdem rebus 
© non inepts dicatur. In this laft clauſe he ſaith as much as Mr. Hobs faith, and what 
© the Door proves: but that ever the DoRor brought any example which mighe re- 
© ſemble adducts malleum, is denyed : for 1 have mentioned already his allegations eve- 
< ry one of adduco. Another Author ( a fic Antagoniſt for the elegant Door ) is the 
© farrego ſordidorum verborum, joyned with the Epirome of L. Valls's clegancies. He 
© faith, Accerſe, «dduc Pet-rum, latind dicitzr pro eo quod pueri dicunt, adfer Petram. And 
« this may ſuffice to juftifie Mr. Hedbs's exception, who proceeded no further then this 
© Author, to tell the DoRor that addxco was uſed of axtmels, Bur the Door replies, 
© this ſegnification is true, but ſo mey the ether be alſe, I anſwer, if it never have been u- 
© ſed ſoy itcannor be ſo, for we cannotceynnew Latin words, no more then French, 
© or Spaniſh, thatare forreigners. A man may lawfully adde ſome words to a language 
© that is in vogue, becauſe uſe may in time naturalize them : but we muſt leave a dead 
© language ſuch as we fiade it in the monuments of anriquiry, and it is ſacriledge ro med- 
©dlewithic. Mr. Hobs was npon the Negative, and nor to diſprove the contrary opt- 
© nion. If the Doftor would be believed, he muſt prove it by ſome example ( which 
© iz all rhe proofe oſclegancy ) and till he do ſo, not to believe him, it is ſufficient 
< not to have cauſe. But Door Wallis, why rot edduco for « bammer, ar well as «tree? 
© | anſwer yes, equally for cither, and yet for neicher: didever any body go about to 
© mock his Readers thus ſolemoly ? 1 do not fiade ( ro my heftremembirance)any exam- 
© le of it in Stephen, and the DoRor is nor wiſer then his book; if chere be, iris 
c the PoRor ſhould comic the only pertinent example, and rrouble us with fuch 
© impertinenCies for three or four pages. In Stephen there are addiicere babenas, and 
© eddacere hrum, bur in a different ſenſe, It is not impoltible I may gueſs ar _— 


"£In). . | 
- © Fers aime* In Tell de act deer. ( nx I remember) there is this paſſage: Nam enter 
*:He Ne top Ar hag each fone efſet, 2n ornium ſum re 
© cidifſe, where it nothing elſe but to be deat, bowed, or pulled beck, and in 
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© thar ſenſe the hammer of « clock, v7 that of « ſaith when be fetcheth bis ſlrock, may be 
©ſaid edizi. And this | conceive the Door would have us in the cloſe think ro have 
< been his meaviog 3 clſe what doth he drive at in theſe words? When you have done 


©the beſt yon can, you will or be able re fiade better words then meliexm 
© and reducere, tofignifie the two contrary motions of the bemmer, the one when you 
£ ſtrike wich ir, ( — tit! ) the other when you rake it back ( berier and 
© better * } What todo? To fetch encther Sroch If any can believe that this was his 
© meaning, I fhall juſtific his Larin, bur muſt leave it rohim to prove ir ſenſe. If he 
* intended no more, why did he go about to defend the other meaning; and never 
< meddle with this ? Which yet might hare been proved by this one example of mine ? 
« May nottherefoce his owa ſaying be juftly retorted upon kim in this cafe z Adduc!, 
© mallcur, xteccides muſc am 2? 

The Do&er deals very intricately in his reply, and feers therefore to have been 
more confuſed, thar ſo he might make the becer flouriſh, and that might paſs for x 
ſufficient anſwer, which was not in the leaft manner pr ro the caſe in hand. 
Once for all I ſhall acquaint the reader with a piece of the Doors Rhetorick, wherein 
he doth mach pleaſe himſelf: It is a bad rmiracion of what was excellently uſed by Hor- 
tenffus, whoſe cuftome it was Accuſetionis membre drvidere, et in digits furs fengules partes 
caxſe conftituere;z et d-inde unumgnedgue tranfigere, expedire, ebſolvers. In imitation of 
> pris Door ſeems not ro have we:ghed the whole context of what IT had faid, bur 

divine like ) rakes all the frame into pieces, and then examines cach parcel and frag. 
ment, 83 ifit were a ſentence integrate, «dſo lute, independent of what precedes or fol- 
lows. As for . the Pantemine thus flouriſheth it. << Enter Mr. Hods's fe- 
< cond, what fayes he? He fayes it is ridiculous. That is cafie ſaid: bur faying fo 
S dothnot wake it ſo. This is his reflexion apon that paſſage of mine : Now follows 
*his ridiculous Apology for adducis mel/crm. 
treatiſe, toa perſon of zagenaiy, not to the Door; and therefore 1 did rather biar 
then x1ge the proofes of my affertion : Bur any now may ſcc the vanity of his 
exception, thar ſhall bur read theſe preiammer ies which 1 have here inſerted, nor as « 
aew «dition, butby way of explanation of what was evide':tly contained tn the text be- 
fore. 1 did as little dream the Dottor ſhould have ever been 2 judge of that letter, as 
he prophefie by his argxmentam ad beminem, that ſome Cicerenian ſhould atracqre him 2 If 
T had thought ſo 1 ſhould have accommodared my felf ro him. If the DoRor when 
be yalecked the Kings cabiner of letrers, did uſe him as he hath abuſed me, both in 

lofs and text, it is very poſſible that he may have done that cauſe ro which 1 was hill & 
Cicnd » good ſervice, but I cannot commend the means. 

Sack another reflexion is that of his p. 21. © To ſay there is a veſf difference, and not 
& ro tell us where that difference lies, arc but empry words. This is his animadrer- 
<fijon apon that ſaying of mine, © theſe things premiſed ( which ere now exolained in the 
< zrefamneries ) I come to confider rhe Dottors proofes. Res ed «ddufe oft: eadiuffe 
< vireincxtiemun, &c. betwixt which and eddxcere mallexm. whit a vaft difference 
& there is, I leave then ro umpicr gui teretes et religinſes nef#t ſunt exres, who ze the 
S comperent judges of elegancie. I fuppole by this rime the diftcr=ace iv clear, 2rd 
the p4r4/ogiſme from rhe uſe of rhe figurative fign'fica-i >a to the proper one evinced : 
which they t> whoſe arbicremen: {referred my felt could nor miſs of chough our Enile 
men { bur great Critick ) could not perceive it. I did not mean by reretes avres, 4 
reund-dead, ( which name I cake to ſuir with thoſe that engaged 10 an boy war, for my 
pare 


Ir is true 1 wrote an Epiſtle, not @ 


en 
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partT adhered to the Parliament an] the liberty of the (ubje#? ) nor did I ever intend thar 
any ſhould confirue Aures relighnſes for Presbjtertans. This kinde of elocution diſco. 
vers it ſeif jg all the Doftors courroverſal writing, but yet with a different ſucceſs then © 
did attend Hortenfius, who where he could nor deceive, he did delight: our Door þ 
believe haii been as far from pleaſing as he hath been from impoſing upon them. Jn his 
Kxaemen of Loofans and Crocins, in his diſcourſe of yT, and clſe-where he doth lie a 
this open ward : bae that | ſhall confider ini:ts peculiar place. 

1 muſt now invert the order of what the Duttor hath dclivered, and fo applie them 
ro the parts of the letter : his fic!t exception is, / n= 

Dy. W.repl. Ke obſerves turcher that in ſome of the allegations we have net the 
« word addzco, huc the ſimple verb dace, or ſome other compound : And therefore 
* that all theſe ere impeitinent : bccavuſe ( forſooth ) it is not Grammar, or Analagy that 
© will ſecure #5. Buc we are fill} befides the buſineſs. The criginal charge is againſt 
&« dxco; and agaiaſt adduced butas one of the train, not as a ſtragler from the reſt of 
© his « on: pany. And therefore the allegations are all pertinent : and that Analogy is 
« a good &gument in the caſe, we ſhall hearfrom his own witneſs by and by, 

To this necds no further reply, then that the reader conſider my preleminery 
deſgens : only that the Doctor may leara hereafter toreed with more arteation I ſhajil 

c give him ſd. much light our of the text of the letter as way be requiſite for to re#1- 
fie him, chough it may be 2npertinent as to others. The queſtion is concerning elc- 
gence ; preof of elegance is to be deduced from the uſt in ſuch ages az Laria elcquence 
did moſi flouriſh in : fince that age cannot be recalled, our recourſe muſt be to ſuch 
axibers as wrote then : many of thoſe are loft, others corraped, if therefore we would 
derermine any thing of &egency we muſt app'y our ſclves to thoſe whom the general 
vogue of all ages hath repreſented unto us as the moſt pure aud eloquent writers 3 and 
foch are only Ce/ar and Tally : whoſe expreffions we may 4cquizſce in and ſafely cons 
clude 4 becauſe found in tbeir weoks, If we fiade ought in any other author, - 
( whole authority is ſuſpeted |) we can only ſay joffibly it may have been uſed, but 
neicher their uſing it, nor any conformity with Grammar can ſecare us, ſo that I did jus - 
© fily fay rhat where we ace bnt to tuke up our language from others, the Dodors argu- 
* ing was ridiculous: neither could Grammer, of Analogies ſecure hin, where ele- 
©. 2ence Comes in conteſt. That the origin charge lies againſt Duco is faiſe ; for the 
ground of conteſt was «ddvce: and that the caſe ofthe fimple 8 compound verb. may be 
diffcrent, is a preliminey hypotheſes + ſo that his allegations are nor perrigent, if-chey 
were ſgnificeteve : my witneſſes lay not that Analegy in any coſe is 2 goadl argument :* and 
how any argument can be good in one ceſeand not in another ( ceteris paribus) 1} un»-+ 


daſtand nor. 
His ſecond exception runs thus, 

Dr. W. He takes notice ( for ſo he was told in the Catalogue of Errate ) that page 
«19.1. 23. Herace is putfor Plizy, ( that you may fee how quick. ſfighred heis, to ſpie 
<« 2 fault when it is ſhewed him ) and that /ine 7. there -is Flaw. for Plin, ( which had 
©? diſcovered itiatime, had been pur amongſt the Errata with the reſt) which was the 
© priater's miFake. &c. Then he obſerves, that theſe allegations are to be found in - 
« Rebert _—_ Theſaurus lingua Latin : that is, ſome of them, ( or elſe 'rwere a won« - 
«® der ) burMope he will not nadertake for all. If he finde thoſe of page 20. 21. ( and 
© thoſe are a competent number ) in Robert Stephen, he hath good lock. And 'is 
<« more then 1 know if all the refit be there. Burt he ſappoſeth thzr-7 conſalted with Ste 
«ben. Iris very like fo, if 1 had had him at hand, ( hee'd have thought me fool 
«if 1 hid not _)) aad did not he conſult withhim alſo for cams and tenquern, ( yes and 
ir with Charles Stephen too ) and with - Hewy Stephen for £15 444? Nay: be dares afro 
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® he layes, that 1 deve not read in this point any, bit only conſulted with bim, 
< jfiantman, yon ſee. He dares effirm, what 1 durſt who have beft 
< know, Perhaps he means, 1 did not read over all 
<« leon. ( No truly : | would not have him-thiuk I was ſeach a fool. ) Or thatfor 
&« what places I found in Stephen, I did not confult the original anchors. ( For fome, 
« 7did 3 for fome 1 did not: for I did not think it worth the while, the controverſie 
© did not deſerve it. Much le(s tocxamine all the Criricks and Commentators upon 
< them, as it ſeems Nr. Hebs would have had me ) but what is all this to the purpoſe? 
© 1 never tock Robert Stepben to be a weeder of the Latin rongue, as if all that: he had 
< 2athered were bur to be thrown away 3 or thata phraſe were ever the worſe for being 
0 in him. Wehave ſo much of the flowiſh, that I am affraid we ſhall have little 
< ſubſtance. Sky 

Tanſwer, rhat in the Catalogueof Errata Plin. is ſubſtituted for Hor. 'Burthar'T was 
any moretold that, then that Flax. was pur for Plin. 1 hope the reader will believe me: 
I neither read kis thoughts, ner his table of Errate : Irhoughr he could not commit any, 
who will not «low any in anorher : it was bhuta leffen of his own teaching, that I did 
then reed him : it will require ſome grains of allowance, fer him to verifie that ever! 
was ſhewed-that : and if it were nor ſbewed me, { amas guick-fghted asanother, 
notwithſtanding that I might beve ſeen it, if had looked in the /atter end. Burhence- 
forth ſhall look for Synd-man's Errate, and if 7 do not finde all at the end of their 
books, will imagine they have ſome mental reſerves, which they did incend to purin, 
bur that they did not diſcover them timely enough. Bur have not I as good reaſon, to judge 
of him, 2s he of Nr, H:bs, that the printer did print it ſo, why 2 Becaxſe the Author bad 
written it ſo. Thus much for tht, where I muſt rake his word, fer br+ th-ughts 5 as he 
muſt mine, for not having ſeen his Errate. As for his having plundered Stephen, 7 ne- 
ver ſaw fuch a juſtification :1n my life, as our Ambi frifter Hortenſus mak-s.- 7 faid he 
© had borrowed hs quotations in eddzco, our of Rebert Stepben : and fer the reft, Thad 
© not time to compare them. He makes me to ſpeak as if they were only found there : 
whereas Maw him tranſcribe them, he hopes I will not andertcke for oll : 7 never faid I 
*would; told ycu I had compared only eddyco : he faith I have good luck, if I finde 


. * 


* thoſe of p-g. 20. 21. ( and thoſe are a competent number JJ in Robert Stephen. Tam + 


© of the witty. pol's nrinde : for the quotations of thoſe pages, arc all out of Mr. Hobs 
himſ-1f, and I may then hope to finde them in Stephen, when he firdes the antuerſal 
Church and it's Catbelick mintfiers ( diftin& from thoſe celled by the perple) in Scriptare. 
He faith, that I ſuppoſe be canſulted with Stephen : Ir is no groundleſs jupp:ſel, beth as ro 


the quotations in this 5rf, and ſecond pempblet: I SAW HIM: The ſentence follow- .Þ 


ing is ſomewhat dubious, by reaſon of a parenthefis f-yfied in wrong : 1 think he fayes, 
<« Ir is very likely ſo ( that be bad conſulted wit bim ) if he had had himar hand. Iris 
very probable the Pefor hath nor one of his own, and that made him repair to the 
Publick library to tranſcribe him. But doth not this carry an import as if he had never 
looked in hiw? Iris a pretty picce of equivocation | I proteſs | had never 1-cked there, 
had he notreminded me thereof, and fol refolved to ſee the bortome of hisdearning, 
which now I ſee depends not ppon converſe with good books, bur with d:firrar tes, 
ordinary diftonaries and Grammer, as his divinity riteth no higher then thagS11ud's; Cate- 
chifme. - Asfor what follews, I never intended to pur him to reſ-aich iats the teveral 
authors on purpoſe for this controverfie, bur | hoped he would no: alledge that p'ace, 
of the import and ſenſe, whereof he was not aſcertained by exioy'y, Some places be did 
examine, ſome be did not. Ic is an cafie thing for to reply, that h- ha4 done well nor to 
have alledged ſuch places as he could nor be certain they wade for him, becauſe he had 
not confidered them i:: their relation to foregoing or enſuing paſſages: He had alſo done 
well 
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by well to have pirched opon thoſe he was ſure of, and for the credit of the reſt havere- 


and there Ircad him all over, but Looſaxs at the 
. BSchbool- books : It may be ſo, bur 1 do not know what Schools in England uſe them. 


fcrred us to Stephen. Bat then the repuration of hiving read ſo many : Authors, with 
ſuch accaraencſs as not to underfland them ( which was all Nr: Hobs I ſuppoſe did re- 
__ him 3 whether he were beholden to a commentatour 'or his own invention for 
intelligence, it mattered not ) this had been Coft, and we had not known, whaca 

Breve in Criticks two univerſities and the affembly ofdivines had produced, But he 
further excepts, that my exception is not to the purpoſe. If he mean that it doth not pre- 
judice the allegations, 1 grant it : but my purpoſe then was to expoſe the Paracritick, 
and | believe he will not doubt that what I ſaid did conduce to- this purpoſe. ** He ne- 
6 yer took Stephen for a weeder of the Latin tongue. No indeed, nor I neither; he 
gives a good account of words and phraſes nds oratorical, hiſtorical, 8c. fo that the 
book is a- good book, and of good uſe, when the reader doth not fo far miſtake as to 
ſeek for the defence of oratory amongſt his Poeticks ; ſo that I allow Stephen, as I would + 
approve of the Phyfick garden, wherein there are fimples applicable to ſeveral uſes.; 
bac I look upon the Dottor as a Nuack ſalver or Mounte bank in his defence. | 

And now | leave any body to compare what of flowrifh hath been produced, I come 
now to examine his little ſubſtance. Re 

I ſhall herein defire that my preliminary poſitions be not forgotten : And that ir 


may beremembred how in the condu@ of the letter, I had two things in hand, one 


thing to conſider the controverfie as ſtated betwixt the two combatants, Mr, Hobs and 
Dr. Wallzs: and another to confider it in ir ſelf, and according to the truth. You 
heard my judgement in the preliminariesz to excuſe Mr. Hobs I cited Looſars and Ero- 
cam, (I might bave cited others, bur that 1 thought them the moſt fircounterpoſe to the 
Do@or ) who ſay 4s much as be : and if that they be. impertinent, you ſee Mr. Hobs hath 
company : though for my part I doubt not but that they intended to reftrain adduco. 
wperſons, and effero tothings : Neither would they have been put off by the oppoſition 
he makes : no more then Lawentius Valle, whoſe elegancies have ſtill a great eſteem, 
though Mancinellus hath endeavoured to diſgrace them by becter quotations then our 
Doctor brings : againſt all which ir is « ſufficient defence, that Vella did make only 
fuintitian ( for he he made Tully truckle under him ) for his rule, and by thatrulehe 
did condemn thoſe barbariſmes, which others had made uſe of. Burt I- ſhall tell you 


; Ymore ! Amongſt thoſe Authors that ſay duco is uſed of animals, and affero of inanimates, 


there is one Hemy Stephen ( my name-ſake ) in his Theſ. Gr. L. having ebſerved how &- 
w was uſed of inanimates anwy doggy Ec. conclades, at LATINT dona aut veftes aut aus 
nw Adducere NON dicerent, ſed adferre, aut advehere. But he is a School Author, 
He faith they both are two 


at they are in requeſt in the Jeſui:s- Schools, that Jacobus Pontanus and others have 
commended them, I know 2 Bntis it an exception againſt Looſeus and Crocius, that 
hey are School: boeks ? And ſhall it nct be againſt Lilly? Are Stephen, Calepine, Tho« 
us, Rider, Janius Nomenclator, the leſs Scbool-books, becauſe they are in a bigger 
me? Or are nor thoſe books that are taught in Schools, the beſt? I thought ſo; 
bur it may be the PoRor hath been educated otherwiſe. He charges me over and over 
ein for reading Animals inftead of bodies animate: and then ſubſticuring as equivalent 
b both, that of perſons. To the firſt Ianſwer, that if it be a ſtzp, it was occaſioned 
brough heſt : and not volunte?y, with an intention of ſtating queſtion otherwiſe : 
gain, the diſcourſe being concerning language, which hath had alwayes it's riſe from 
i!par conceptions, Iam not to be blamed for uſing their thoughts, who were to juſtifie 
in the uſe of the word : Now I doubt not but that the moſt of men nnderſtand Ani- 
2nd bedies- animate as Synomymse ; andwhat they are in wy philoſophy, 1 a an 
| | E 'Mm 
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him when he tells us his opiaion of rere- faltion, or of theſe in whoſe power it fall be 
ro call thoſe vice-peffores, vice-domini, vicers of Chrift which he ſpeaks of in hisabeſis 
As for wy ſubſticuting of perſons inftead of both, I think 7 do not do it, bur do traly ay + 
cite Looſeus, I fuppoſe that the difpore is rot to beended in Metepdyſeks 3 I roke per ary 
ſong in this welger ſenſe, id eff perſons, quantum ed ipſer aftionem, quod in ſe babet quod 4 
poſt aegere, vel non agere, Ando there will got be any grear difference : wherher you 

them bodies animate, animels, or perſons. In the place, Lozſens doth not ſay, that which 
Analogy is a geed argument, which the DoRor ſaid be did. His example is of 'adduce,. The caG 
and what he infers, ſetis igitur edmoner diſcriminis inter ducere, Reducere, «dducere, ab. 
ducere, que degerſens z et Ferre, Adferre, &c. que de re dicuntier. Are as full-proofe | 92 ied 
as was required for Nr. Hobs, and as much as nceded to be inferred : and 1 was not 
to maintain my own opinion' there, as is expreſly ſaid in the Letter : which if irdid 
—_— the — bb now PR eh full PR ro what was intended. 
And for my judgement it Sirrefragebly ballanced upon theſe preliminary ſappofiti> 
ons. Bur the Door faith how he doth argue by way of Analogy from one particular This do 
compound ( which is eddxco ) tothe reft : bur he doth nor ſay, that the arguing is good, his | 
as my preliminaries evince it not to be - and therefore the DoQor was out, her ke we 
from the fa& to the equitebleneſsor validity of the thing. Iam not to defend him 1 did To 
notalledge him to ther purpoſe: end the DoRers Hortenfien difcourſe abour edfere, | def a 
13 nothing ro-the marter, Þnrthat he would be filent. 1 ſay my obfervatfon reaches who. 
no further then that adds is uſed of perſons, or of things as perſons 5 and Thi 
affero of things, andeven of perſons if they be not confidered « foach : thus keficd'ferri, | _ 257 
adferri, referri, is ſometimes of men : but then, they are not conſidered as any na 
way contribaring to their tranſportation. And thus may be folved all the Doctors o 
zons out of Ti Hy, and Looſexs be never concerned init; who meant I dovbt not onde y 
the fame that I do now ſey : of figuretive motions I give no rule, bur regulate my ſelf by "The 
aſe. Looſaxcy, Crocins, &e. will be no more moved atbis quotations of Virgil, ( for borſes - 
and fach animels arc confidered as perſons _) then I, unleſs it had been to y. And 
that Epiphoneme of his, Now would any think that Virgil t expreſſion rs faſfer fo 
contumetions an expurgeation, hath little of weight in it, for the queſtion is abour elegence, 
and he doth bur beg the Tires afvoy, which in citing Tklh 7do no. What validity theſſ 
citations of Poets have, 7 have already diſcuſſed, and more may be colle&ed out of th 
pathges of Sceliger and Dolet > and that Broow-ſweeps cleen, if the other donor. | And 
thos I heve done with that tedions difcourſe abour Loofexs, and have given 2 juſt ac- 1? - 
count of every thing releting thereto, ( as 7 think ) yet amongſt ſuch an of 
ralk, ſomething may have paſſed not as wnenſwerable, bur as mnenſwered. Te is falſe thic 


TI oblige to the Pedantry of proving each phreſe to ſyikeble ; how far 7 require the teſti} ,__-__? 
tum tht enthors, Phove fo far explicared as is neceffary. © He faith-ſome that oe El 
< np fools toke « greater {etitede, and would rather forfeit that title of Ciceronianus dre] (1 4. up 
(ris Eraſmus his Echo; who you ſce conld jumble langueges to make aclinch ) then be why Y 

ſo confived. He doth nor elf us thatin © doing they did wiſch : and-therefore nor} 10 1.7” 
withſtanding this; other thet ere no fools, may heave commirted folly. Thar * aa =. 4 
would as well Echo to Prebyterienus, Wellifiames, Puteanns, Salernitenus, as Ciceron c J 
anxs. And for the juZF5Onp clinch in the Echo it is more excuſable, then otherwiſe, Latius 
the Door uſeth it : and Fenvs Doxfe kath peſtered us with a poem operoſ® nugex, off .*, Y 
the ſarwe quality : it is well that all mens 2&ions are not exemples.. Burto proceed Fon: 


' that eddxcoto bring, in reference to focal phyſſeal exanſportation, itisro be uſed of men Olean Today 
Teeny : butin reference to a more ranſporeation it may; That «ddzco to bend, © fionifiesic 
bow, ( wherein there is nora fecal tranſportation of the whole ) may be uſed of a ſmath3 a 
thivg cepeble of foch a motion, Fdo grant, Tha addiicere ramum may be good : «« bs 


(1 


care cortinam, adducere oftium, adducere 


+ \ 


7 


piece of Latin, «4 incudem eddycendo malleum, ( &t abdurends, is without example ) 
ite-xmgue reducendo, cum labore operoſe et molefto admodum, to iteratis iflibus, fi anſcam 
forte feriant, occident proculdubio. Thus you ſee 1 cen allow him edducere rdmos, to 
bend, bur not to bring bougbes, nor yer zrees: It is a pretty allegation our of Ovid, Metem. 
1. 8, near the end. | 
—eddaB 5que funibus arbor. oo 

Which doth not at all ſatisfie me as to a tree, and I wonder how he- conld ever hope ir. 
The caſe is this : Erifichthon had been long in hewing down an old oake," whichbeing 
now ready to fall, he tycd ropes to the trop of ir, and fo pulled it down; 


Perſequitar ſcelus ille ſum, labefeBl ique rendem 
Tebus innumeris, adduJaque funibus arber 
Corruit, et multam proftrevit pondere fylvam 


This doth not convince me for a local tranſportation at all : And now I have done with 
his pſoofes of Adduco, which are all impertimentl pertinent : The other proofes are ta- 
ken off by my prelimineries, and were fo by the letter before, but the DoRor would 
nor ſee that-: yet that it may be obſervable how ſecure the DoRor is in his quotacions 3 
1 defire not only that edduFdgue frnibus arbor, be taken notice of z but alſo 

Atque ſatas alid vidi treducere meſſes. Virg. Eclop. 8. 

This allegation occurs no leſs. then twice, and then theſecond time it hath this anno- 
tation, i.e. trasferre. Bur theſe are plants only, not trees'! 1 know not where to 
% hope that the DoQor hath weighed his citations, if aor here: yer I cannot thiik he 
onderſtood it; for it fignifies wo more here then doth -Dugite ab x7be domwnm mee car- 
mins, ducite Dephnim. 

The aatients did imagine corn might be conveyed by Magick out of one field into 
another : a cafe whereof we have in Plin.'l. 18. c, 6. and inthe rwelve-tables the Law 


Ne pellicinnto alienas ſegetes excantando « 


'Pellicere and excentere pong the Pontifical words, (which make it clear that the meſ- 


ſes were confidered perſonally, ) how can _ one wonder if Virgil made uſe of treduce- 
r-, to expreſs the ſame at ? Seeing he dorh very frequently either retain or allude to 
thoſe wcabula artis : as in porricere exta, ofſe legere, &#©, Another place out of Tull 
near the end of his orationfor Ramitins, is 3 nod ididem ref## cuffodire poterunt, \id ib1- 


1 dem enflediant : "quod non poterunt, 1d Anferre er Abdducere lirebit, Theſe words though 


twice inculcated by the Door are not Tallfes, but the Pretor's, whoſe edifs are of no 


i more validity for L:tin, then our own law-diſconrſes are for Engliſh. The caſe, 


ai 
is this.:" by this edi& all the goods, chatrels, &c. were conſigned over roAui by Nev 


"J verfary, age 8 his eftate: with this proviſo, that what they could 


nor keep ſafe upon the place, that they might carry away : from whence if any will ar- 
gue that adducs-is ufed ofthings, it is as groſs a paralogiſme, as if becavſe the Greeks 
did 6 the depopulation and defpoiling of a countrey by &yery x; pierey, and the 
Laius by agere Q& ferre : therefore dw was uſed of pots and pipking, giew ofcat- 

tel. | 
But [ have now done with this point, there being no diſagreement betwixt us 'ks to 
theufing of the hammer, but fetching ir : Adduco when it fignifies to "a6 or bring 
tignifies irin a-Mforal ſedie, ant fo is appropriared to perſons, or things conſidered per- 
ſenatly 3 and therefore the BoGtor was on C notwithſtand mg his queſtion whether an 
2 hammer, 


HS. age bes. 77 Wet w/e 


wes: all ws. Act doh bheDoiiee” 


_” 


mo pſt? Where the ſenſe is di bp) os he uſed Addxci: mellow 
to « heca] tranſpert&tion 2n hammer. As for the fignification 
fayes Nr. Hobs and I were ignorant of; and with a r<la:ion and proofe whereofhe rrou- 

us for ſome : I would hive him know 1 was nor ignorant of it, but'declined 
it aS impertineat, I did nor regulate my Latin by reaſon, bur cuſtome : and had 
long fince concluded with Tally, aſum loquendi populo refinquere, ſciemtiom mibi reſervare. 
I knew of the promiſcuous vſe of words, and how the figuifications cf words were alte- 
red and changed in popular diſcomſes, itis no wonder then if we did not miſs of 
what we ſhould hve bluſbed ro objeR. I wiſh him more difcretion in his cheice and aſe 
cf Authors hereafter : and nor to bring nullitier, 

I obſerve that he doth ſeveral times correR Stephen in this piece, and in this dif. 
courſe ; yet I noted abore, that he ſeemed to diſown him (if <© 7 hed had bim ) the tru.h 
<« is Robert Stephen doth'often erre in his citation of Authors, and ſometimes in the 
thing ir ſelf that is cited. And in this caſe 7cannor thick of the Doter bur I remen- 
ber what Franciſcas Floridus Sabinus relates of Doletur, that having ſtolen his commen- 
taries de lingus Latins out of Rebert Stephen and others, he braved it as if they hid been 
his own colleRions : bur in the controverfic betwixt him and Bayfius ( of Charles Ste- 


dhean ) he defends his miſtake in Renulcur, thus: Ar Roberts Stepbanus antes erat re-' 


prebendendus, qui in diftionario ſus Romulum pro Scapbd poſuerat, Ree guidem, (C ſayes 
Fleridzs _) ſed tn quam ed ejuſmedi defenficnem confugis, et te furti «lliger, (ateſt res ) et 
cam Roberto Stepbeano errare acres gy And afterwards he ſhows how Do/eres 
had followed Stephen in his wiſcitition of Pliny for Vipian. Hircius for Ceſar. &c- 

And now Jet the Reader j of that claoſe wherewith the DoRor ſhuts up his 
whole diſcourſe concerning ; : 

The reader may hereby eaſily diſcera, how little theſe ſcriblers do underſtand either 
< of the agreement or difference of fero and dzco, or the true Empbeſs; of either. 

I hope we know that dxco and fero were nor written with the ſame letters 3 and as for 
the rrue Empheſes, ( not ther which wasio uſe formerly "By is ro be ſought for in Tally, 
and Ceſer, in which who are the better verſed, or who hath approved himſelf the ſorid- 
ter, let the reader judge.- a 


— — 


6.6. 


Frer {> long a diſcourſe concerning a2thing, and fo much Latin, to little purpoſe, 
we cometo Greek, wherein the Doftor hath gained this repute that having our- 
gdoneall crthers that pretend to Criticiſmes in Latin, he hath in his Greek gone beyond 
himſelf: So of that «ll the Critichs known in Lamber-flory none hath ſurpaſſed Door Wel- 
&s for Lain, except Door Wallis in Greek. The Epiftoler having done DoRor Wells 
no wrong, I ſhall abbreviare the controverfie, by falling immediately upon the text of 
the Letter, which runs thes. | 
LL. I am now come to the main controverfie abour Empuſe > the Doftoc faicrh no- 
«thing in defenſe of his quibble, nor gives any reaſon why he jumbled languages co 
« make a filly clinch, which will not pats for wit either at Ozferd, or at Cembridge, no, 
* nor at Weffrminfeer. 
It feems he had derived Empuſa from tr and Tec. and ſaid it was a kinde of Hob- 
« -obling that bopped upon one leg : and hence ir was that the boy's play ( fex came *ut 
© of thy bole _) now adayes in uſe, came to be called Empuſs. 1 ſuppoſe he means Ludus 
« Empaſe. This derivation be would haye to be gocd, and that we may know his rcad- 


ing 


jon of duce, which. he 
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_ notil fome body told him it was in the Scholiaſt of 4 ftopbener, ( tt good a Gri- 


4 
.he 
OU- 
ned 
had 
ae. 


 EG7 73 


the Authors Yhe ſaich Mr, Hobs did lngh 
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though he hath ſcaree conſulted 


af 


* rick. as Mr, Hobs ) Enflathius, Erafonus, Celia: Rhodiginar, Stephanus, Scapula 
« and Calepine. Bur ſure he doth not think to ſcape ſo. To begin with the laft, Cale- 
© pine dothindeed ſay, uno incedit pede, wnde et nomen. But he, is Modern, and Ido noe 
© ſee why his Authority ſhould our-weigh mive, * if his Authefs reaſons do not, -He 


« reiers to Ereſnus and Rhodiginus. Eraſmus in the adage Proteo mutabilior, hath theſe * 


« ward of Empuſa. Narrant autem uno vidert pede, ( this is not to hop ) wade et nomen 
© iaditum putent, "EpuTeczy 6076 £rimds.. Hedoth not reftific his approbation of the 
« derivat.on atall, only lets you know what conjeRnral m—— ( unde nomen indi- 
© ten pact ent ) ſore have given before him. And dow avy body think that DoRor Har- 
« may was the firſt which began to ſhew his wit ( or folly ) in Erymologizing words ? 
« Gelius Rhodiginur doth not own the derivation, only ſaith, Nominis ratio eff, ut placer 
© Euftethio, quia xno incedit pede; (isthis tro hop? ) Sed nec deſunt qui alterum interpre- 
© tealar babere eneur pede, QF inde eppellatam Empuſem : quod in Batrachis Ariftophanes 
texpreſſit. Andthen he recites the interpretation that +riftophanes#s Scholiaft doth 
. = gpon the text, of which by and by. If any credit be to be attributed to this al- 
© Jegation, his laft thoughts are oppeſire to Dr. Walli: ; and Empuſa muſt be fo called, 
* not becauſe ſhe bepped upon one leg, but becauſe ſhe had bur one, the other being 
© kraft;  Burfor the former derivation he refers to Zxftathins, 

As to Exifabixs, | docafily conjeRure that the reader doth believe, that the Dy. 
( © for Rhediginus was an under ftanding and well-read man)doth mean Exfathiwe upon 
* Homer, for that is the book of moft repute, his other pieces wy, no way confide- 
© rable cither for bulk or cfteem. 'Butir is notthat beok, nor yet his Hiſtory of [ſme- 
© nias, bur his notes upon the 7 25. verſe of Dionyfius vey naſe. The Poethad ſaid 
* of the ſtone Jaſpis, thatit was 'Exlgn Eprecoyn x, are £1dvAouer, 

Upan which Eufathizs thus remarks: Acxd anifinge@ Tire? AISO-Aum, 2 
< C-mSomacuy P20uarer dr ir 7 x, ET Se puerior 7 02 Thy Exgmyp, ins 
© vo) fdxry Nixacdac { forre Singer Sau Steph.) 3Iuy x) mtggrownlts?), ws Eng iiy 
© voroTes md) (wn* as Te #7298 Tdbs nance or7 0, x7' Ty mom. This reftimeny 
© doth not prove any thing of Zopprng, and as rt the derivation, I cannot bur ſay thar 
« Eufabms had too much of the Gremmerien in him, and this is not the firſt time, - nei-. 
© ther in this book, ror elſewhere, wherein he hath crifled. Itis obſervable out of the 
< place that there were mare Epypaſa's then one, 25 indeed the name is applyed by ſe- 
C yeral men toany kindeof 6ighifal phantaſme, and fo it is uſed by ſeveral Authors ; 
« and for ſo much as phantefmes are various, according as the perſons: affrighted have 
© been ſeverally educated, &c.cvery man did impoſe this name upon his own apprehen- 
«<fions3 and fo Empuſe came to be ſo diverſified in the phantafies of men, as Tay were 
« fearful of differen apparitions, for who will believe that ſhe was not apprehended as 
© haviag fowr legs when ſhe appeared in the form ofa Cow, dog, Ec. in which ſhapes ſhe 
« was at that time phanſfied by Becchus and his man, as well as that of gy+xajan 2:1do 
* not finde that ſhe appeared in any ſhape but ſuch as made vſe of legs in going, whence 
< ] imagine that Empuſe might be oppofite to the Se#i yimpdes, which appellation was 
© 2ntiently fixed upon the Gods { propitions ) upon a twofold. account, Firft, .for that 
« they were uſually affigiated as beving no feet : which leads me on to a diſcourſe, which 
« however digreſhve, is neither impertinen now, nor will be otherwiſe diſuſeful. 

The antients, being ſenſible how the deity was not to be comprehended, and ſo not 
to be ceffigiated 3 and yer withall finding how prone men were 't9 entertain themſelves 
with corporeal thoughts of God, they did at firſt ere norftaxes trohim, bur Hmboli-. 
cel Columns, which might have thac uſc as to. remuinde theny that there.wasa Ged, and- 
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eferebant, definedant non in pedes, ſed «EY 
quairangulive, Es = rs Ra Iropierea "Ayyds pbrriery.+ 1: hr 
pngry, © 70 Repoerrmanng ry» eG IviedY wet ann. Vadeet P KY 
x&s/axc *Epudt; vecet. Thus Dr. Tem Eye" notes upon Lenginat.. . They 
raiſed their Hermein form of a ſquare pilz quadrate, cj capat dent 2 gife 
RENTIYIOS ORETERT AY OPERES CIO 3 C73 and ren wc quam quadrengula figers 
noter, 2 capite certo pznd2re. Theſe heads were of various and different forms, accnr- 
ding to the different incent of the defigner. Chim exim perfe Ham dei cantemplationem ne- 
tare wolebant, capat eddirts atis et gelaeo, ſculpebant : cum dei vennſtatern, gud amnije ornevet, 
caat palcherrime am/iercs ponebetiy,  Hinc flatne Veneris in Hortts, Athenaramregione, in 
qunedraram piles de fneder 5 inſcrep ice proferedat Vencrem Uraniam, erdt gutem tant « vVern= 
Jets bec gram, CO efſtt, nero Athenienſinm ſe ſcire profitere.. 
txy. - Eodem mods Er «1 $abrlem druine jullitie firmi- 
rae defignandam. Evodem Jo anti {bt Theolagi cateras deidotes convenientibus ad 
denotandum cad tihus Fn quadretas trabes des deffnentibus indicebent. This is the ob- 
ſervation of Geropias Beganus : and may be illuftared from thoſe pallages (amongſt o- 
thers?) outof Fan ſanjes. "Adoration  4FuaT07eTEr ares door 377 Tate $puactc, 
THF Torwy UELAK DT 22.77 64 & dNecrin Meſſen and i in his defcriprion of 2, » fea FA 
wha. Bus Auusr © oeos TT dixis Ts 7TvT 5 bp2acile Sing @troy, pony 67 The 
pad; Tha n6ck- "Ec: Ix 2 Autor ieaus x2 Tc *Bpuds Thc TvToe wrcc: 
TSX uv. were the ihe foro of Pallas Ergenc, —ehary Lacins, &c. as any body 
may inform himſelf ouc of Fauſenias his Arcedice. Clemens Alzzenfrimes in h s Parenc- 
fo ad gent. faich that the anriencs had noffetze-Gods, but the Sexthians did worſhip their 
A and che. Perſians 2 river, wy or are aws TH" mAeTe ect, Eine 
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9m vr weatroreftore the exiles had'a piller of fire that did conduR him 


wk "or rea impaſhhle. in a dark winters night, and difappeared 
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batar in dei bonerem, et que fignificabat 
Latind Columna. Bur to. return to what [ was 


was 
in old time; neither did they only ſerve to acquaint people with the way, bur to in- 
ſtruct them in meretity, and aRions afdayly concernment, - and alſo in natural philofo: 
phy ) the ignorance whereof bath ſeveral difcourlcs concerning the life and books 
of that imagigary Triſmegiffus, who ſhould give.ciſe to the Hertwetick philoſophy... Cf 
the ſame nature were the Romen Gods until the time of Tarquinnes ſuperbur : ſuch was 
their Terminus, Jarm!, Vertumans + ( which whether they wereſeveral I ſhall got dif + 
pate now: ) and though Janus had two faces, ( and ſomerimes four, as az Faliſci )) yet 
was but one Column. Delubra fic difla, qued ligna efſent delibrata, id eff decorticats, 
more veteran in ferulecris dextran :| ſome ſach thing is either expreſly delivered, or hin- 
ted by Aſconies Padianusm Verrma. 

Secondly they were called vitedee, for tharthey did 'nor walks, ber rather fwim, if 
© I mayſocxprefs that nngradiuntur, ſed flunat 3 which is the affertion of all the com 
< mentatours | have ever ſeen upon tharverſe of Virgil, 

Et vera Taceſſu patuit dea. — | 

This whole diſceurſe may be much illuſtrated from a paſſage in Heliodor. Athinp.l. 2; 
© Sed. 12, 13. Calafiris told Cxrrzon that the Gods Apollo and: Diane did appear unto 
© him, Cnemen.replyed, "Ava rire eames ono er ms 


< obſerver, both in that they never ſkur their x, 0 Eed\Tuen TAfoy, * x7! Nd- 
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&@ Th Tmpein, fin zelp icr 3 elf EnbrrO:; g 5x os micantrarran 
omnaauCdrorrec. Farmeby ppon the place in Yogil obſerves that Dev» 
contimaee et equalit, non dimoetis pedibus, neque tranſpoſitic, <XAQ x7! pJ- 

+ Cornelius Schrevelius in the new Leydew nores, ſaith, Antiguiſſima gueque 
ervant viri magni, erart Tos nodes YO ny dine 
How their moſt antient ftataes were efffgiated, hath 
: thoſe that were afterwards ereted became more po- 
y burſo carved 2s to repreſent the upper parts ofa man 
. 4f rhey were made after that way ) bur withour hands; therr nerher pars 
- were not divided into Ieg3, dur one contnuce piece, Hg continu:lly, nail jt 
<ame to the baſe, - which carried a fictle of the repreſentation ofa footin ſome; in o- 
thers, notatall. Thus I have feen [fs GO —_ and Oras in antient ſculpture ; 
and achersare faid to have been exprefſed in the fame ſhape. The Gyancs contrary- 
jos en mere peer parts as of a ſerpents tail wound up in circles; 
called engripeces : The ſymbolical meaning of the one and other 
ESSE , and by way ofabſolute power, but 
qr To' this: en Ard wie, the Gods, did 
alude, who # man imporent and bed-rid, cut 
and ped off the re infide of his legs, faying, thet 
—_ amy «an rage aied. ow Yet after thar 


* 2 man : Toy ifs 
cfſvewich the Dotter, wy reply 
 Eedadondre JSax31T i03r, Er7 weld). 
© Now as to the wordsvf 4riffophenes upon which the Scholiaft deſcants, they are theſe : 
© peaking of an Apparirion ſtrangely ſhaped, ſemerimes like a Cane!, formerimes the 
*an Ox, a beautifol weman, a deg, Tec. Bacchus rells his man,” Eur riry £57. Zee. 
4 mey aeronrner, XxX; oxia® ho. yu. Ar. Nd ry Tlogends, 


es Za. dp i&r. The Sc holiaft hereupen tel's us that Emu. 


p Ioc xen” Exs'v5 Aloe get Xz Gctty 87 Tois Jo2uye- 
22 CLE cls x; £79- 


”: the oratory mma rey _ y, thar mbar extA©, is all one 


£ with the leg of an Afſe.- 
This text and Schokaſt is that to whichall-the Authors he names, and more, dore- 


hots and is all theground can be alledged for that derivation of Furr: gueſt» pf 


"Lowe ROW tO Sitpben, who in his Index, and in the word medVZa, gives the de- 
rivauom 
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logical diftionary 
being a token of z/ lack. But as co the Dotors deduRiony 
2 du mys Nine ovyxack. It doth only ſaanſo: Antir is I 
| notahker only its eſptrarion, dot change irs y into 6c, which | ea hardly be- 
© Hheveadmirtable in Gicek, Icſt there ſhould be no difference berwixrirs Derivatives 
* She trion. 
: When | confider OT ne QC 
arercry turning, being only capitar? obehſch, were 
© ways, ficlds, &c. I can think thar the pe re Ae ee e 
© fearful perfon goingoutin the dark, phantafied ro himiclf aw A 
* cotnpenion might cell him was ig but one ofthe ſeveral 
© every turn agaiaſt chis the orher mighrc reply, rhar they were mothi 
© Colamms with bead\ fer upon them, bue rhis new phanraſme & 5 
© this is none of theſe ay yer, thoſe trancs Hermie, thi; bath feet, 
© its name ways 7? os 70077 crys, fove Cairey, becanſe that afrer 
© compleat ſhapes, and feer to their Gods,. yer did nor then 
c as we go, moving firſt one foor, and anorher. 
«ion of Drowſ. Peievinsin his noces upon the ſecond oration of Fiitan; Mof. refer - 
-« ring to'thar verſe in Homer, {| ing of Neprane, | 
: Tetis 8 opizeF ior, 5 IN riSeany in Hrxauny. 
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© or looked upon in this caſe. OA NY 

< wenropon borh, as a man may npor a wooden leg. * 
© Lane, and ſoch was that which Afcxrppus fhonld have married, 
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©To which 
*verfant in J replies, In Fanius's Nomenclator, Rider, and Thome:'s Diftioneries, ſuffi- 


. no Author for their allegation, all that may be zllowed them is, that 'by way of 
Fr en napengacaryc a. as er Ludus Empuſe : bur that ir is focall 


zo > C © that the Door would but mark! _)* 
< [n the appendix of obſolete , thereis « Indus, vid, Aſcoliaſmus: and there 
7 bole, The ſame is in Thomafis, 'who: 
ms in like manner. But conld the Door think the word obſolete; when 
*the $ftill in faſhion ? Or doth he think this play ſo antient, as to have had a 
© name that thorough —_— of _ ym _ ER As for Janius's ——— 
<rion of Empaſe, itis this, Empuſe, e infelicibus ingerit, uno pedeingredi- 
A Tappete In Adler be (oth, Aſclifins, Lad Empaſe, $ abs at- 
6 If In mus he faith, Aſcoliaſmas, 2, fit ubi al- 
Ctero pede in arrs- librato, wnico ſabfilinnt, 0x02 1a0ues, Pollux. Almanicd, Hinftelen. 
© Belgics, Op cen been ſpringhen. Hindezinfien Flandris. But whatir is in Engliſh, he 
< doth not tell, alcthongh he doth in other places often. What the Door can pick 
© out of the Datch I kaow nor _ mn that _ not Ny _ 85 I think it doth nor, 
© he hath wronged Janis, impoſed upon his Readers, 
Bat clear up this controverfie Landon, 1 cannot be perſwaded the DoRor ever 
© [coked vqon Janis, fer if he had, I am confident according to his wontedaecurare.. 
© nels, he have cited Pollax's onomeſticen into the bargain, for Junius refers to 
< him, and I ſhall ſer down his words, that ſo the reader may ſee what Aſcoliaſmus was, 
< and af the Doors Authors ſay Ludus Empuſe and Aſcoliaſmus were one and the ſame 
«thing ful. Pollax lib, 9. c. 7. 'O It ' Aoxwatagues ( oldeditions read it asdoth Fu- 
© nit's dEx0MeSuds ) Te iTpe mls droperire, x7! wire TH t7*eu andy *75ies, T74p" 
© AcxzwaidCecy arbunt ors irmer eis nn canner i 0 id @xey £7weE, of os v- 
C PLUJIP ET dupoly Moves, fas mv3s To Fhe9mirgy Tod) 6 Naxwy Sornd3 we” © 
© x} 52ty 796 dmktor, ach res ma ma rey Deg TtRErTO 3 76 TA3ve nd rgy. 'AG- 
 uwatdZeiy NN crnxfire 2) 9 4mmd Cy 00x 1470 UTI TIRUuaT, nneuuire, 
Ire me catteirorey fe} Þ anorpiy. Sothat Aſcolieſmus, and conſequently their Lu- 
© ous z, © was a ceitainſport which conſiſted in hopping, whether it were by firi- 
«.ving who could bop fartheft, or whether only one did pus ſe the reſt bopping, and they: 
« fled before him on both legs,” which game he was to continne till he had caught 
< one of his fellows; or whether it did confiſt in the boyes ſtriving who could bop long- 
« oz or laftly whether ic did confift in hopping upon « certern bladder. which being 
<« lown.up and well oyicd over, was placed upon the greund for them to hop upon, 
«har fo the unnRtuous bladder might flip from under them, and give them a fall. And 
«.this is all that Pothex holds forth. Now of all theſe wayes there is none that hath a- 
«.ny thing of reſemblance with our Fez te thy bole; but the ſecond : and yer in it{de- 
6 . * ſeription 
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©{cription of his iſſuing out of a certain kenne/, nor of his havirig aglove tied at the end 


© of a firing wherewith to reach. the play fellows, ncr_ of their being accom modared 
. © with qhe. like habiliments, &c. wherein the play cenſifts as well as-in hopping.. . Any 
© of chem notwithſtanding might be called Ludus Emparſey | but not in any __ 


© thy bole, So that the DoGor and his Authors are outz impoſing that upon Faniur, 
© C and Pollax ) which he never ſaid. And thus much way ſuffice as to this pernt :/f 
* ſhall only adde outof Merfiar's Ludi Greci, that &ſcalia were ( not Ludns Empuſe, 
© bur )) Bacchi Sacra, and he quores Ariftopbenes's Scholiafſts in P/ato. *AgxwAte $op- 
© 7 AtwYvVTs, dox07 0 o17s TANgErTErR, bvt mod) cuny emmidber, x 6 mdions. dfaey 


© 26 Ty Tevoy, As allo Heſychins; 'Aoxwaid Ze, xuelos 73 om TIs.a mts d&A- 


* AtoaRe | 

Bur [could have told the DoRar where he might have read of Empuſe 'as being the 
© name of a certain ſport or game, ane thatis, in Turnebus adv. lib. 27. c. 33. There he 
© ſpeaks of ſeveral games mentioned by Juftinian in his Code, atthe latterendof the 
« third book; one of which he takes to be named Empuſs. Adding withal, that the 
© other are gamer it is zadiſputable : only Empuſa in lite et cauſe erit, quod nemo nobis facild 
© efſenſurns ſit Ludum eſſe, cam confet ſpeftrum quoddem fuifſe formas varie mutans. . Sed 
« quid vetat eo. nomine Ludurn fuiſſe ? Certd ad veſtigia vitiate ſcripture quam proxime acce- 
« St. Yet he only is ſatisfied in this conjeRure, till ſome body elſe ſhall produce a 
© better. And now what ſhall I ſiy ? Was not Turnebus as good a Critick and ofas 
© oreatreading a5 Door Wallis ? Who had read over Pollux, and yetis afraid that no 
© body will believe Empaſe to have been a game 3 and all he alledgeth for it is Quid ve-« 
Coat 2 ey! tas I ſhall ſay, and ſo conclude this buſineſs, is, that he had read over an 
< infinity of books, yet had not had the happineſs which our DoRor had, to conſule 
< with Junixs's Nomenclaior, Thomaſins and Rider's diftionary, Anthors ſufficient in ſuch 
4 


"1 | 
, Thus I have put my ſelf ro the pains of tranſcribing the whole text of the letter, that 
ſo the queſtion as ſtated by me, and impugued by him, might be more fully repre- 
ſented to thereaders eye. | have altered ſome things in it, beſides the digreſfive 
addition, which my haſte cauſed me either to quit, or expreſs otherwiſe then 1 
ſhould have done upon meditation : they are ſuch paſſages to which the Doer hath 
excepted nothing 3, I come nove to examine what he hath ſaid againſt my diſcourſe. Ir 
is confefled on both fides that there were more Empnſa's then one : that the name applied 
by ſeveral men to «ny kinde of frightful phantaſme ; every man ( according as they had been 
Tooth educated | impoſing this name upon his own apprebenfions, That the word Hob. 
£oblin 1s of the like uſe and extent, 1 do not know 3 | kave nor read in the Chronicles 
of King Oberon, nor the annals of Fairy Knights, that ever our Hob-goblins did hop on 
one leg, or had the one foot of an Aſſegthe other of braſs. And therefore wy affertion muſt 
be contradiRory to the Doors ( who having made up ſome general conceffions of 
mine, infers |) ©© And thereforeby ALL figns and tokens, Empauſa. was «n Hob-geblin.. 
I fay not by All figns, for ought that 1 know, or the Doftor informs us. As for the 
Clinch it is not for me to determin what was in the DoRors intentions : . he that confi- 
ders the DoRors humour, and way of writings will think it probable he intended one: 
you heard how he defended it by the example of Eraſmus : take the whole paſſage xs 
1is in the Elenchus, and judgeas you pleaſe of it. | 
Erat Empuſe————pcdibus altcro zneo, altero afinino, ſed utat ( uti videtar |) 
© duos pedey habwerit, non tamen nifi uno incedebat, nt aliunde fi opus fit diſcas ( unde L 1- 
« QU ET ex conmllemumum numero fuifſe guas nos Anglic® dicymus Hob-goblins.) nempe 
© 4b.tr et avs fatum eft nomen illud: unde et puerorum ludus ille, Empuſz ludus diftus 
®* ( Angled Foxe, foxe, come out of AG” hole, hoc eft, heus vulpes de foyei prodi ) 
| 2 nomen 
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. I | fach a one, a5 is to infipid for « 
© nd very unfir for the fantiry of « Miniſter, and the gravity of « 
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_- Becauſe | have todo with a Divine, I ſhall branch onrche Doors text into theſe ſo]. 
: Firſt, then Enpuſu 
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Python, or Dames that ſpake with a ſhril voice our of ſepnlehres and / 
wuernes. &0 Seat ſairh, 1 Sem. 28. 7, ſeckout « winzen thet bath an 


was a woman at Endey that had an 9\Ny G5 liar ſpirit. Wo fa. 19. 4, 
fk 6 them the hevefawilr pr, ans EET ee 
the Obs, 


p24 , the Obs ry dts cher 
Wir rar 'The re it, hat oof, I 2aanÞ Y Fre. | 
Thar is, he did negle& es end woold not attribute effesro him, thatis, gle- 


found our fach as 


Fs 
argued ogt of Scrip 
re converſe with Mr. Meds, fince Obs were prohibited” ngs 
found in his thefts. There may alfo have been ſome alfofon that Inceſſur deorum of 


which 1 ſpake afore : and our Country-men my have attribured to their Gods one gates - 


and to their Gods another made -up of going and pophtn , which is to Hoble along, 
and thence might I Nob-coblins, i.e. Hobls- 

inthe ſceend place, the Door obſerves that Empuſe had many ſhapes, yer 
Nr. Mobs ( viz. in that excelent Epiftle to the Earl INTO prefixed ro his'na- 
rags rs YJeonfines hituſelf ro one, which had indeed two legs, the one of braſs, 
the other of en Ae, ( a3 nor-only _ Hobs bur Ariftophenes informs vs) Mr. Hobs 
had no reaſon to mention any mere ie Door hrer, I do nor fee Ard he ſhould 


Bur the DoRor fairh, * Empyſa went bur upon y-- O by the hoes 


. Chough Tſhould kave cited more; ) from from whence, as moſt "agree, Gy 
© name." 
* "Iris very confiderable ther the Daftor is never {> far exhauſted, bur thatrhere are 
y ns ( equally pertinent ') which he could haye cired. $06 he told vs in 
renquem ; fo in addxcy - the ſame motives thar made him agobn 3 CO 
a» he did before it was pri nn induced him to ſes 5 _—_ 
which he ſuffered to remain. ** Again 1 would fain Know WAIT rs fo 
«6 whence moſ? agree, ieveodihe wen, Frold himin 1 nn, 9.3 Df aff epe 
thacone place of Ariftopdenes. I would he had been ſo wiffing, 2s arefeme the Ny 


{ for he &new of move _) ro inforrrme : for all rhe Anrhors he Fart 25s ro this one 3 | 


bares I muſt condole the loſs Philology received when the DoHor filenced his pen as 
ego additional quorations, ( viz. our of Dottar Davis, Thomas, Funius and Holy- 


obe, 7 60m ome chatis, I ages in whem Empuſz took her name ) fo'l fear © 


the reader will queſtion ar witl not truſt che Doftor in thoſe places which 
*hehad Adrien orgs and found themto or imply the ſame derivaci- 
« on. hers Lats chris large ſer down To the lerter - bur char t 
Door learn how itis nor enough to confult a places unlefs he anderBandit, Iſha 
put my ſcif andthe reader to the trouble of a review—————" Eto, e- 
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anne wel cos &s 7% the Todss 2aaxz arr x7 + wudep. I do not fiadethar 


or ſees mate in the rext then i-do ; bur his notes infer more.- Whet ? That 


wear updn one leg only, though ſhe bad two. I have wiped my eycs,” and yer I cannor 
ogen o much i the words: and what 5 to him, > Sans vreRony &ri nod? 
x37 SnixazR. Who could conftrue this, ſhe went upon one-leg ? She did bur-ſcem ( ſo 
that the Doors eppear, muſt be favourably > png ) &y2 Tod? HaxanX, to fradfe 
with tbe one leg: it 1s fuch an expreſſion, thar if I were to charaRer a perion that wear 
vpon a wooden leg, I fhould not deliver my {fin other words whereby to exprefs his 
gate :. for it is not-poſſible, | that he who hath no uſe of his joynts ſo, as"to; bend his 
knee, . ſhould go otherwiſe then $xi-770d; Nnxouer ©, and the walking of one onfiiles, 
iS £44007%6515 TO Naxouer©r: Ne here to meimparts intervallum. Bur this expo- 
ficion of the verb Hnxw being new, and it way be no example of it ( nor only in this 
ſenſe, but veice J I accountira veni.1 ſlip of the Dottors, whoſe videtar quod fic, is 
cafily pur off with a uidetur-quodmen, and that not only xF' + widoy, the deſcription 
of Empuſa in Ar;Yepbares, bur according to Exftatbixs : of his reading of whom I a 
lictle a doubt; for that hand which blamed me for miſciting Columelle, . which was bur 
aflip of the :ranſcriber at London, ( for I had compared: the place) could. nor hare 
Pf Sepben mich vent revding. Here) Dt for Aenedg, which choogh be bor 
out 2 with a different readi TRIES nxaX, which thoogh it be buc 
a conjecturalreading of Stephens, A the text ( nor _— into the text) of Ex- 
frat hins, whoſe minde is controverted, yer. I ſhall give him leaveto help himielfrhere- 


with if he can. -£xi Tedr Neper de, to tread firm and ſire with one foot : which ſhe muſt 


do with her afſe's foot, thar other of braſs being no more capable of fare footing, then.a 


Ireen or wooden leg is3 and any body wi!l grant me that ivis eafjer ro throw ſuch crip- 
Fles down,. then thoſe that have &.upo7t:es Toles Code, I cannot raiſe- up- Stephep to 
ask his meaning, but the whole tex: ſuits:excelently well with what have ſaid, * Em+ 
©* puſa did ſeem to tread firmly upon the one leg, ( but limped,” or bahied downiight- on 
© the other ) whence ſhe had the name of Empuſa, as if.we-ſhoald pn. i, \thar-is, 
< having the one leg of an animal, the other being of braſs,' nempe porbres Tod? Ca, 
oc 7% £7vge Todfs 2aAXE orT@- x7' > wodey. Thus the Doors. words and mine do 
not differ, but cur meanings vary, when they come to be explained in liſhz Ido 
not think that thixs intended to ſay Empuſe, id eft, one-leg; was ſocalled becauſe 
ſhe bad two: I donot think that ſhe laid her” broſi-leg over the left ſhoulder when ſhe 
walked. I do take that to be the reaſcn #hy fbe did $3 wod) dspeiſrer, becauſe ſhe 
Was caries Ted? Cors, and if the Geometry profeſſacr will nor grant me this, Thelicve 
the nature! philoſopher will. The next place is that of the Scholieſt of Ariſtopbenes, oi 
Ear dv? write fe Era & uncy ny core Ivimroda, It Rirhaod} weentX. 
1 would the Bocor had Engliſhed this paſſage, I profeſs I do not finde the Doors al- 
ſerrion couched in theſe words - It had been bur fauly done, if afrer my excepting a- 
inft this Scholiaftical inference in the letter, he had informed me in his rejoyader, of 
Fmewhac more then I had expreſſed therein, 03 26 gaom, whatis the Engliſh of that ? 
Some ſay, but whact is that to the Schoſiaſt of Arifopbanes 2 Doth he ſay rt? Doth. be 
«llow of it? He neither epproves,. nor diſe/iows, bur relates it. If then his allegation 
Amount to any proofe of what the D:for ſayes, he muſt, lay down this maxime, what- 
ſoever any man reports as from anather man, ( withour the leaſt interpoſirion of his own 
zud r ) that be allows of, and efſerts. Burt ſo doth this Scholiaft' in the derivation 
of Empuſe : Ergo. Doftor Wallis was ſcribe to the Afﬀerbly. Bur forcher I am of the 
Mminde that the Sholiaft doth diſallow it : for he doth nor ſay that itis ſo, bur tharſome 
fayſo, which is tantamount to a diſallowarce thereof, as leaft ro a deubtingof the veritable- 
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tive it quaſff dries, one leg, becauſe it did once, whilome, (o' appear, as'to have the 
one leg of an affe, and the other of braſs, which is to have rhe uſe of pe leg ;'as he whoſe 
nerve is cut, may have loft the uſe of an arm, yet not ſo" rormally,' -as nor to be able to 
l-a on it, or upen ſome occafions to benefic himſelf thereby... Thus Szx©&- aca, 
& zen @, do not infer rhe toral diſſe of any ſervant, and Heyatins- is ſaid to have been 
troubled & zencig F wodtdy, which was but a debility in them, yerfach- as rendred him 
unſerviceavic in war, oraftive employments in peace. 1 could almoſt divine,” that 
he ( the Scbolieft ) ſeems roexpoſe the Etmologifts for their whimſies in derivations, 
that ſhould offer to deduce Empuſe from #rirvs, becauſe ſhe went-once upon 'one leg, 
(5% $7tgs Todd; axe a7 © I whereas there are as many inducements for'my Etymio- 
logy, as thereare ſhapes ſhe appeared in, ( which i faireddr againſt the Door Yand 
one mcre which is the analogy with the antient ſtatues of the Gods; and the ſolving of 
the Authors ſeaſe, which cannot be juſtified 'if the Doors minde hold 5* for'to whar 
uſe ſhould that other leg ſeem? It is fur ther-dubitable, wherher that ſame' braſen leg 
were continuous with the body of Empuſe, | or no? | If not, then ſhe hid but one leg, 
and ſowas ( whenin that ſhape Jirires, yerwent upon two, viz. the adfitionel one 
cf braſs alſo. Now that it was, or covld be continuous, is a queſtion'to be diſputed in 
another place : there being nature/ philoſophers that aſſert, that when a bough withers up- 
on thetree, it ceaſeth to be a part, and ts be continuous therewith. Bur take itcither 
way» itis but equivocemembrim, and thefore tdought ſhould grant that ſhe were called 
Empuſa from aries, yet it would nor follow thar ſhe went xpon #ne only, or hopped." 
As for his additional of what he could have cited; I ſhall tell him of better; chat is of 
Fevorinus, who tranſcribed the Scholiaft, and Heſyching.z ( beſides Suidas and Etymo-' 
{ogus, whom | adviſed him ofin the letter ) Heſychins Ties, "Burvoz atuorioy, &c. 
&s mnvs5 gay ii rod? jewueroy, which makes as much for. him as doththe Scholiaft* 
of-Ariflophenes, who bringing neither reaſon to confirm the others ſaying, 'nor avouch-' 
ing ithimſelf, ought nor to be any way entitled to the owning of it. | 

Then follows a digreffion about Riders diQtionary : it was a matter of no great mo-' 
ment atfirft, but now I ſhall confider what our Divine ſayes aboutit. © T might have 
« added another book, which T do nor know how to call; ſhould 1 call it. Rider's di- 
« Sjenary ? you woenld tell me Holyoke made part of it; ſhould I call it Helyoke's, others 
«© would fay PoRor Gray, if I miſtake not, and ſome others (with him, have odded al- 
<« moſt as much to Helyoke, as he had done to Riffer, 'and digeſted the whole anew, 
« and th: book ſo digeſted is that I mean : whether what I cited ont of it were in Ho- 
& Hoke't edition'or not, I do not know, otherwiſe then that 7am now told, itisin an- 
& appendix of obſolete words; ihe book rhart I intended to cite,hath ic in the body of the 
ho djoniun Etymologicam : yer Iwas loath'to call it Dr. Grays diftionery, for fear it 
&« ſhould not be underſtood-what book meant. [cited ir theft by the-name of Rider, 
« becauſe the firſt tirle-page intitles the book to him, and the reſt as an appendix. 

He knows not how ro callit ! Why does not he? 15s not the name prefixed H 0-' 
LTO.KES diffienary? Will he nor allow it the benefit that other books have, to be 
called by the names they bear ? Did ey, at leaſt did ever the vogue of the people aſcribe 
that piece to Dr. Gray? Was it ever printed under his, or any. other name? Becauſe I 
cenſured you for calling it by a wrong name, ſhould I therefore have quarreiled wich- 
you if you had named it eright ? 1 did net charge you far citing Scapule, where the work 
was Stephens? [didnot. I letColepmepaſs, though his be all ſtellen, and hath recei-: 
ved now as great an acceſſional, as ever Holyokes did.  Doletes ex Marii Nigolii, Bar-' 
tholomei Riccii, Roberti Stephant Iucubrationibus, tam pulchros Letine lingue commentari-- 
08 pane Ambroſio C alepino per, inſalfiſſimecompilavit, Yertif he had cited the one, as: 


he-- 


TTY ” 
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dowfter tranſpoſe the 
agrees mncantided wo-the defir, _ —_ ſhould perfe& Rider, and ſo 
moe whereas he afſraned the orker oor compleat 


ioft the fewer 2 ES and fo take them noe 
_ won: 9 aan if fa, 1 believe he that CITE: CY oe 
fre not m thac reſpe& which hi his own opinitivity wi affome. I kniew not 
Aateriyhnla fwey:more in Philelagy, then Drumity : I cannor believe the whole 

4 ably of Di A HE er eiacnibag by their autborty my 
| >Grian of 4-10. &c, or Met. 28. 19. &c. 1 wad only ey 

his Authority bind ow weigh mine, Ecgorns Anthors reafons- did wor 
omar when he ny ons by hates; 


en fo pr wnlr wib irws 
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wrt.) ea ys wg ahooc LUDIBRIL, 

honoris ib chus & free oy ſelf from-Calepine, who is a' 
School: bnok; and indeediofne eauhority furcher then thoſe precinsextend; but I fors 
give the Doctor for uſing him here whoſe education hd no; permitted ——— 
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1 do bur —_— applaud my own ſentiments, when I tommend 


Doterk 
have 
wine. I 


by 


©« Jorh in ſome derivations, compoſitions, and otherwiſe change the ſpirit s as in T5, 
; P 
; nve, &|m, d]- 


ir is very likely his printer can miſtake roo, and that may bein the book, 'which was 
notinthecopy. Iknew that even 5y itſelf _ akered irs ſpirit in compoſition por 
4 - 


ſee art large in the 
unleſs whatever any 
thereof. '* Bur 
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-in ſeveral tercizories, that which eſþirated in one. place was tenuated 1n another over vice 


| not enlyas to the «ſdiration and. levigetion, but-ſannd' of letters, and" more differencly 


(42) 
# School boy did fo confirue that allegation out of Menender in Suidazs; weghonuer 38 | of ch6aſp 
Tedvo, I will be bere before you can tell one, two, three. Which -isconfcrwableito what | Ganegot 
Stephen-renders it, vix. celeriter, and Suidas reyawe : though neither giveche Etymo- Þ in the'on 
logy. + This I knew beſides many other v.riations in compounds, which ir: would be |: © 

redious to reckon up. 'But another thing which was moſt urgent: with me, | was. that 
I knew thoſe efpiretions were of lace addition, and'of a+ much newer ſtanding then tlie 
common diele, being the invention of Grammeriens ( I mean as ro the writing of them ) 
upon the declining of the Grecian learning : as for the pronunciation] it was different 


verſa, ſo that the exception againſt the non- aſpiration could be of no validiry;: noleſs it 
could be proved that & was alwayes eſÞirated, 'and ( which-is more) that *Epruor: 
was framed in place where that aſpiration was ſo 1iſed.-: »whichthatit was not, nor conld: 
be univerſal in Greece, both natxrel reaſons; and records: make? le, the common 
diale& was an excract out of all thoſe ſcattered diale&s of. Greece, and had fo much+cf 
Greek in it as to be ( for the moſt pare?) underſtood every where : as our: ordinary -Eng- 
lifh phraſe is apprehended all oyer England, theugh the lame be differently pronounced 


written: and he that goes to make a certain Enghfh Grammar, '/however he may: 
to antverſality, regulares it by his own cer, pete fora rnieg | of, 
019 mr mege ey. Fwy wy greet arranges": f rn 
given an account ca I pur no greater u objection, 
bn the apr 3s Re tant ane. Loo gow 10 his exam 
ti ſecondly o not as Impoſſible, but dubioxs and ſuſdiczons, and bard (when 

joyned with the other change of ſpiris ') #0 be believed. WIC. at 05-0 1 

Dr: repl.Bue the other-upon which he puts the greareſt ſtreſs, (-not-only but elſe.) 
« js ridiculoos. Could any man belrevetbat the change ' of x into ja 7s herdly admittable in 
©«© Greek 2: Nayy is it poſlible to be otherwiſe, when y | is] rocome i i belore 
7? Did this Paracritick ever ſee yT to come together in any Greek word whatever ? 
« Is x perpetually ſo.changed when ever any ſuch caſe ſhalt! happen, becauſe the ans. 
—_ of the Greek tongue wilt bear it ? A very little skill in Greek would have been 
<« able to reRifie ſuch a groſt miſtake. And he can never with any face juictend to hea 
<« Cricick; who doth nor know it. * 'Me- thinks that either Mr. Hobs .oe thar third: perſon 
c ph whoſe hands this paper it ſeems came, mnaight have had-fo-mnch - as nor co 
&*« ſuffer fuch a child; buſinefs as this w paſs both their /hands--uncorreRted. And 
<« what he addes, Jeff there ſhould be no difference betwixt its derivitives and thoſe of <o, 
© helps it very little, for ſuch a conclufion is much more allowable in Greek, then that 
<«< x ſhould come next together : nor would this helpitat all ( if ic were allowable ) th 
« fave only where the next letter is a 7abia/: for elſe there would be no- occaſion of other (c 
« changing v iato jz in either of them. Tis well therefore if that te true tht we are the Pat: 
* rold, that be bath better o1nements then to be willing -t0 go clad abroad in the habit of a ations, 
6. Gremmerien ; for if ke have no better ornaments. then theſe, he may. be one of the veribus 

* regged Regiment for oughc I ſee, | 


I have ſer down the Doors words at large, thatſs-yon might ſee how { upon ſlender informs 
grounds ) apt he is to preſume upon his prerile thoughts, and how little he hath impro- that thi 
ved his School-difates. FHhave already told you how ſtudious an imitatour he was of war, " 
that Hertenfien way of examining things. I faid I could hardy believe it admiit:ble in and Ve 
Greek;, nhat the derivatives of sv and'<» ſbould bave no charaSeriitical fign or mark, where- 
by to diltingyiſh thoſe of the one kinde from the other, , And:I had obſerved the- little force 


- bo ear £735 A» 3d; 


(43) | 
of cthi6-eſpirativa;-whichhad heen changed nor only in -3 -9pob, 351545, 3147165 deſcen- 


danevot dud, Ec. bureven'in'tyJve. There renuined then'that y ſhould be reteinell 


{ in the'one; arid veriedin the other. The Door aſcer an Oraiſon to Laverne.cn— 


ahi «& Sanfls Laverns, 


wool Da mth: ſallere;. da ſanflimque pikemgue videri, 


I >}? \\ 
read 65 ei 


Southerifjartz: the dnick drale# to have been anfwerable to our London 'or tather Conrt« 
pn and the other as well dialefs, as TA@aray to have corte ed with the ſtve- 
rel bay, 

n 6d 


#s in the North and Weſt of England, -and Idioms of ties, The 07di- 
nary Southern languege is a mixture of the ſeveral dialeQs uſed and ( with the re- 
met of thoſe which are otherwiſe exrin& _) beſides an acceſſional of Naliei, French, 
Spaniſh; Welch, &c. according as the - inhabitants; have'converſed one with anovher, 
and with foreigners: and even this ordinary language ſuffers a daily innovation and in- 
fenfible change, as is evident to the obſerver, thorough the variation of the ambient, 

ve of education, cuſtomes, national and perſonal alliances, Du-Gardiſmes in Prin- 
ting, and the affefation of writers, which new-model us ; nor will the Dofors Engliſh 
Grammaf be able ro-ſtzy this immitient alceration. In like manner as the Zeatin rongue 
was in continual change, and elegance is nothing but opinion. - ( 1 take Latin in a large 
ſenſe') There was the ordinary Latin received in Rome, Naly, and the Romen colonies - 
then there was the Roman or more elegant phraſe : and hefides theſe two 'there were 
other ſcattered dialer, mixtures of the Tuſcen and Oſcan, the Greek, &c. thete were 
the Patevinities, Tarentiſmes, Siculiſmes, Africaniſmes, Hiſpaniſmes, and as many vari- 
ations, as regions, ( or thus in amore general diviſion z - Nxadru gura ve 
veribus ſervata Grammaticis, Priſoa, Latina, Romana,miſcelle. JHence Tully in his Divi- 
nalio contra Verrem, tells C ecilius that he learned Latin notat Rome but. in Sicily, And 
as for the common Latin language, it did fuffer dayly change : in fo much that Pohbius 
informs us, there was ſo'great an alteration in rhe Latin & from what it had been, 
that the League betwixt the Romans and Carthaginians upon the cloſe-of the firſt Punick, 
war, was made in the firſt year after the cje&menr of Kings, Jurins Brutus 
and Velerius Poplicole being conſuls) could hardly in his time be interpreted or under- 
Rood by the be Antiquaries: which ſaying how true it was, may be collefted by what 
Folnts yroduceth concerning the column __ ro Dxillizs vpon his naval vi _ 
2 wherein 
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AL PREETWIPY bur G. as Locijens $105: very ſeldome. 'V. as primmy}.. 
a" then Exfectont for effugiunt. Ceſet _ : the Ablacives fiogulac end ja D, 
aded, alted, merid: laſtly, ( beſides orher archeiſmes of lefs note ) Triengo for. 
F which kind « pronunciation I obſerved. to have cominued evenin Tull's time. 
The Author hath a Genne table of a leſs antient dare, yet of a different ſtile from 
what was uſcd in the daycs of Cicero. Theſe thingy conſidered ( ifwe had no teſtimo- 
ny of the diffcreuce betwixt the old and the common Gieek, ): we-may conclude the 
variablenefs of it, which with the conſideration of the change it hath undergone fiace 
the fall ofrhoſe Common-wealrhs n.akes ir certain: ( the multitude of antzque- 
ted, and new words, the di t promenciations, changes of the ambient, inroeds and con- 
gueſt: of other nations, which might be diſcourſed on at large, ) and conſcquently ao. 
men aan derermin of what was poſſible, or impoſſible in that tongue, bur who can give a 
account of thoſe things, I have named :. from which acrempt I doubr not bur. 
the Door is as far from effe&ingir, though he brave ir. in Catichs, as L amfrom 
it. To Doors on therefore was pro (rhis is now notanly aid,. 
) Ic it poſſible to before # 2 Which. 


al rens —— 


tro the 


etal ay admit- 
Dofterfor not ſion og no” you ſce he is ara loſs in 
plain SEL I can hardly believe admitrable in Greek, left there ſhould | be no 
* difference berwixt irs derivatives and theſe of &v. And this conjetture of mine (cone 
_cerning the Gremmeaticel Greek, from whom we reccived our punRatien and reading) 
pun Heponsrr ace: if we mindetheir pradtice in avoiding confufion.. - Dr. W/ 
Es upon thi faith it helpeth very little... Me dunſt nor ſay, aotbing «t «ll. 
Though fi he will give his words that gloſs, which others do-to- the text ia the 
Goſpel, He ſhell be called the leaff in the Kingdome of Heaven ; that is, He ſball never come 
© there. ' Buc fince the Door hath fo examined. thoſe reeſons, upon which I placed 
<* no greet Fretch:: fince he hath charged me wich being wholly unacquainied with the 
« radiments of the Greek tongue, ( for that I am not able to grve « rations} account of it, 
I profeſs without bluſhing : Incerte bec «| tu poli les ratione certa facere, nibilo Flus ages, 
gram. | des operam ut cum ratione inſamas,”) that my skill is but to turn over Index's and Dj- 
Y Binaries, ( ar. which work che DoQtor was _ tardy 3 and gs 4 
thors' )- 


, 
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. thors! ): I ſhall-fiſc hivreaſonings, in which work if I at any tie miſtake. his meaning; - 


he muſt blame himſelf for ſpeaking ſo cbſcurely.. As: | underftand that query, 
« 1$y perpetually ſo changed, when ever any ſuch caſe ſhould LEED "4 
6 nalogy-of the Greek tongve will bear it? So itis poſſible 1. may miſunderſtand his 
next aſſertion, and. yet be farfrom forgery or falfification.. His reaſon why y and + 
cannot come together without a change, is this. © Becauſe the next letterize LABI- 
© 4 L: for elſethere would be no oeceſron of changing » into ju in either of them ( vix. & 
4 and ww ) Would any mantalk thus, but who had ſat three years in Synod ? Can he 


>» 


that decypbers charaRters, thus pury le histedder in plain Engliſh 


x. Propof. When # Labial follows thereis OCCASION, fo to change.is into 
2. Propoſ. ' Otherwiſe there is no OCCAS ION, | M 


Did I deny. was Occefion 2 Did not I think, .they would ne the Occefſon, 
, va were fo Joboe Fry cnndad- might 

moxe trouble ad; | the word would his rongye. - 
Otherwiſe there is no Occafion / what then ? Did they alwayes take the benefit of pro- 


concerning a fiile ; . and Barclay,' Milton ( that glory of our Engliſh nation). 
and Salmefiue.make uſe of adifierent forrof writing : yerwho doubts but each did ac- 
quieſce in hizown way as beff ? When the Door ſpeaks Greek (and inwriting E.N- 
ITOTCA or irriax, may as well ſtandas ENITEIGHLI ENITIONI Gt wee 
&n, © wilds ) the word is only Greek, the ſound is Engliſh : and ſo for Latin, That the 
way of writing is notto be regarded, nor upon that any great argument to be-buile, I 
think I may well conclude, and that becauſe that the letters may be the ſame in ſeveral 
netions, yetthe ſounds different ; and the impoſſibility of one following another lies up* 
on the tongue of the ſpeeker, nor tlie bend of the writer, 1 illuſtrate this, from. 
what Gi layesdown' in his preface to Lucretins, upon another occaſion. ui. 
contre libros witeres multis hocir nibil er nihilam is nil et nilumg. retiones ut -ipfi putant, 
verſnum ac numerorum, commutant.: ne .illi in veterum Scriptis verſantyr; nec attendunt Sy-" 
nerefin veteres in metiendo dantaxat multis locis obſeruiſſe, in ſcribendo 1 ariſſime. Hinc 
melts in Plauts, Terentio, aliifque entiquis mutationes male. The ſame I ſay concerning. 
writing, and ſpeaking; but evenin wricing. betwixty and- 44 both according tothe old: 
cepitel, and later ſme/lerter, there was a great affiaity. iu configurations. ( which may. 
topically infer an affinity in ſound _) as any man knows that hath ſeen anold print in- 
Greek, or anticvt Marble. And if 1 did nor ſpeak of Labials and Palatines 4 ic was be- 
cauſe I had not to do with Hebrew or Welch, &c. but Greek, And how doch he know 
what modulations they had of their. voice, and what ſrxnd they gave to their letters ? Ie 
13. clear that they had a different ſound for their vewels, then we have:: Cheekand Smith- 
were more able to diſprove their old pronunciation, then confirm that which they intro»; 
duced, nor as geruvine, but conventent. I ſhall not ſpeak of all the letters of cheGreek. 
Alphabet, becauſe it would be along and perhaps tedious work : I ſhall only now _ 
thax-: 
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thac though N 2 ror much in the tome, they id hot Jy beretfope we 
ther in3be £aria, nor Jida bag n mee Ee > on rk poo =, 
pronounced 45-m0w _ ry pared © The peek - or | 
whole found we cad coratiny require. T pre Greeks LE 
non a«ſegro,6&c.ln Heſychius | finde © rytiror Tan Ungme mbar Crum bo, of 
Amongſt Grater's iafcriprions, that in the temple of Af al. hath », uy» 

and elſewhere at7 Ko ASHE Þ. $13, 314. fa EPATION, 315, 
316. ina publick decree of che Agrigentines, TNKEAHTQE'SoANANRKRAC- 
SEIC, ANANK'Al AN, ANKTP , fo EN.KATAATISE in a Derick 
inſcription: =TN Z QN for ev{oy in an infcriprion for : 2nd AO N- 
TOGAONTOT, add at hindred the like Cnringabrn oo > alledged thence, 
ifany one would range all che words tha are found in the inſcriprisas : and of 
theſe | have alledged ſome are written at other times 0:herwiſe, Fn. as we now 
write them. \ In the Mfarmore Anadeliene T' finde o/FASAZAN rg 
over and over, &c. In chedcerce of the Delens Mr. Selden 


phones itwas that be pillar ee for 2 
_ TE ty _— _ 
he een fre bra ry en, cumlege for co I cannot think 
bur if the Romans had in the ſame manner pronounced thoſe adverbs totienr, ran; 
centiens, - &c. that they did triens, ilers; &c. they bm not have reduced 
roties, quories, wage /acgyned a if chey tat 
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{(47) 
copy of Tally, he cites. im memoriam, &c. for is memoriam, &c: from all which TI think 1 
may infer that though the Greeks had 16.638 lerzers (that marrers nor at preſent.) 
they had more ſounds, then letters : and | in Swyrac and; Delos | in particalar, thac 
y had a'ifferendt ſound according 8s the letter, following (whether ia the ſame, ;or ano- 
ther word, ſo it were contained within, the ſame claxſe,.and to be pronounced in the 
ſame breath) was differen, 

Secondly, that where the. words were.not pronounced inthe fame brenth, but in- 
rertuprted by an imegmery.comma, cr the like,- ( for real ſtops and pauſes they had 
none ) that.then the ſoxad and letter were, not varied,. as appears every where in the 
meraere Arundelians, and eſpecially in the -rwo laft examples rebearſed, where you 

rev, ann, Bee- and Some: male. TETENHMENQNMHTE, 
ONONMHOEN A, &c. And in the latter after Mireqy follows, 


$cC. an 


XpnSwanr, METESTINXPHCOQCAN, | and-if that change be not al- 


wayes obſcreed, I ſuppoſe jt way have ned, becauſe that fipce neither. « or y 
did expreſethe found, ic might DOE pirnes. be cirher way as participating of 
the ſound of borh, burrather je then o.... +. | | 
'Thirdiy, .I infer, are trend nor concern Only compeſition; but extended to 
.; and the reaſon why »y was, not wricten: before ox, &c. in, compoſtion, was, be- 
cauſcit could not be written or pronounced before 7, Ec. in the. Sale; for y in the 
ſameclauſe coming before. &. did nor found fall, as irdid. before-7 or H, but had a 
middle ſound betwixt,; and yz and therefore if the Door meant that ir was impoſſible 
fcr y ro come before T andretain irs ful] Engliſh. ſound, I do. grant ic :. bur ſo it could 
onde +, before 2vy as well as may, fo that he ſhould have ſaid iz 5>o7y no leſs then 
$ARDIOY. . ITY 3 WS | 
Fourthly T infer, that'y might be written before 7 either in ſmple or compoxad ( there 
being the ſame reaſon, if they were within the ſame clarſe ) though nor alrogether ſo 
well as ju, ( becauſe the ſound was more like that of pu: then » ) fince that the Greeks 
had no CharaRer whereby to expreſs thoſe mixt ſounds upon the concurrence of conſo- 
nants. In which pointalfo the Larins were to ſeek : 35 you way read in Veſſins de arte 
Gremmetic4 I. 1.c. 20. Where he cites a paſſage out of Maris VjHforinus ( whom he thus 
charadters, Scriptor accuratus et antiguzs z ut quem cum Donate, Hieronyma Magiſtro, viz- 
ifſe vel ex Enſedzo conflare poſſit. ) The, beginning whereof. doth confirm, and is confir- 
wed by what have ſaid. Cleri infludzjs viri, gui eliquid de Ortbegraphiaſcripſere, O M- 
ES ferdainnt, inter My et N, litercs, MEDIAM.VOGE M, que non abborreteb 
atrdque liters, ſed nentram PROPRIE exprimet, tan nobic { Loos deefſe, quam 


Grecis ; camilli Sambyz [ forte azuCuxn, vl dumvt, at XevoauCut | ſcribam, nec 
M exprimere,. nec N. . Sed hec ambiguitas ee Ares er Gu in Ampelo Lycam- 


be 3 ( and why.notin Zum: 2? ) imnoftris non eff, &c. | 

Although Ithink I have ſaid cnopgh ro refute the DoRors «fſertzon, yer I ſhall farther 
confider what the DoRor hathlaid by way of reaſon : *©* That y before a Lebiel hath oc- 
cefion ro be changed into pu. In his Grammutice-phyſical . diſcourſe he tells us theſe are 
Labials. _P. F. B. V.W. M.1 would fair: know whether he mean that when ever N. 
comes before any of theſe is: any language it be impeſſible but tha ir be changed into 
M. 1 gave ſome account of the antient orthography our of Heſzehrur, who affords a 
multitude of the like ſfamp, amongſt which there are exceprions againſt this reaſon as 
ua mTtyvw. Itis the ſame Author that hacth"Irvea©r, for ofs 3 e095" and Frf&62rS, 
usMerd\ic.  Grater Is his marbles hath CTNBLQ p. 787. and p. 791. and which 
ismore. TT NB OG for wuCO ſeveral times, bur amongſt the inſcriprions of mean 
perſons. A Cretan marble hath ENBAAEN. for tuCearyp.505s- Anotherinſcrip- 
tion of norc hath CYNBANTAC aupdvres for: ovuCarres The other: Leabialrneed 
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" frommy windpipe, can pronounce Henbane: | fa 


my 
bene: nor do | finde feat impoſſibility 
However, the Door ſhould rk evendNed Welty 


- Inimitl6?' atrex, RAY 
ef een ortoropungoe 09 Carty age, 
and others. Burleft theſe ſhould be the writ 
wanted car Geometrical phoneſcusy the Tralians tive jd E ders. 
nunciation, - ode wk redone Foeveagy 7,  Tapeniiert, 

i d be col is caſe by dells F have now 
tity of the concurrence of y and wr," N and P: of which 
derermin? who neither know the ſound of the letters, 
which regulate that ayre ( which alſo is different 
here and there ) the phandafine of the morion whereof continued to our car is Sound ? 1 
now aver that not Expbeny but wſe was in the generation of languege.: time be- 
gets thar alteration, which if we call or perfeFing; we muſt build npon the opi- 
nions of men : 'what is pe nr.og ballin to another : and what 
ciation is difficolr or impo ro one, is not fo to another. We fee gh ag mal 
nations ſpeak Larin, they give itthe found of their own countries, and retain nothing 
of the old Romen bur the lerrers and words when writren. Thos Aldus thinks one thing 
Euphonous, and I another 3 edu by Italian diverſſy educated, and I an Englifh- 
man. There was Srime when Tonſrix, Curſrix, Feſrix, ſounded well; Charifius the 
> e240 ang rotary faith r t to be writren ſo. Sollempins , Somp + 
, Hieinps, wete once very taking.” The like may be faid of the Greek, of which 
the Latin b a defocacumt; I rold you before of IZxaur©@>, &c. there was a time when 
they were nor only wſudlly ſo pronounced, butir was repured. elegant. Fhrynichos in 
his Eclege dition Atticer. *EZEdmyu x; 4am x; rrt0 dey dpitipnoers 79, Gaz x} 
$ZETYS 
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bp *.. # | 
| 55ianc 4 inavgyr, i He fayes you mult leave out a. | Nano in his notes: reads it 
ifrazvesre  Eymolegic. * A2y0p, SER TED» Alaxds; ws iExAIrOr pes 
Ta, BOmp I mas 7h Eogorad $2713057" x} ws Idwrirs Kewng Kay. put 
I think & have de you too long with this ditcourſe, which « little knowledge in the 
riſe and declination of lengueges, and the Grammatico-phyſical pert thereof, might have pre» 
vented. The ſamelenters have difterent ſounds in divers nations, and the Expbony of 
one nation doth got give laws to another. Tereatianns Manns reils us that Cn. doth 
notfound well : but C there muſt ſound like &, yet ia Greek xyriGo; rviung Bcc. be> 
get no diſorder + non queddiſſimulis res, ſed quod 15 qui dicit. Let an. Engbfb wan trie to 
found uw in the beginning of a word ( as the Liatines cared nor ſor Mn. which is fre> 
gquentin Greek ) he will hardly pronounce it; wiz. MTainCnms: but when he ſhall 
have accommodated thoſe letters to the modern Turco: greek. ſoundyhe will [as eaſily pro- 
nounce Baze7174s Or is aS Bajazet. The like for NT, 2s Nee for Doria the 
mous Genoveſet: Be plexſed once more to read over the diſcourſe of our Critical Bre- 
vw, andjudge what ground he had to caſt that ſcorn and coetempr not upon me only, 
but on the Geatleman thorough whoſe hands my: letter paſſed to Mr. Hobs... The molt 
table opinion can have of the Door, and if ſuch chatity may extend to a Di- 
vine ! is, that he engaged into this rant meerly ro ſave his reputation, which deivg 
loſt as to all perfons of learning, he determined to fic down with the applauſe of School- 
boyes, or ſuch as deſerve. no better eſteem. 


mology : I ſhall confider his reeſons, and give you an account of them; they mult 
fure begood, for his charge againſt mine, obliges him co nothing trivial, 


dab tg and io 


Br. W. Butifhe have a minde to diſpute. againft the Etymology, I could furniſh 
© him with better arguments by much, then that of changing y into - For ( beſides 
© the change of the ſpivir, which I allow to be confiderable, though he putleſs weight 
4 npon it ) the eerminatian of Tvar doth notregularly deſcend from Tos, all its deri- 
6 xatives retainingeither the termination vs, or, ſo ſoon as they depart from it, afſume 
« the form of the oblique caſes md. ( as aTvs, 4m Gr, mow, 8c.) And farther 
« the firſt part of the Compoſition, if it were #y conld not regularly, accarding to the 
« analogy of a: het compounds, endin a Cenſenent but in a Vowel; not as $1,Tx5, nar 
« Ep Tus, bur ei Tus. And moreover, the word &y doth not uſually begin a Compoii. 
« tionat all, Nor do I at preſcur temember-any one word in the whole Greek tongue, 
« where iy is the firſt parc of the compaſition : but inſtead of &5s5 , they uſe wor ©- 
* | nor 61bp dA ws» bur worigon p@ unecuins. | And ſo ir fould not beve been 5ju- 
& TI, NOT SETTER, NOTE TER NT YEU SITES, tO exprely chat notion, butrather 
&« coreTes, in the awe form with gcortd's53 of avoroments, in the fame form with 3- 
«© porxeAig, which is Empuſa's Epithite.. - And theſe arguments. would prove indeed 
<« thats,umrg2z is norcgular grammatical compolition, ( nor do any that mention its 
© cake it tobe ſoz ) burtharic may not paſs amengft the catalogue: of remetiora compo- 
< fite ve/derivate{ of which we finde in Erymologifts a competent number ] or may 
« nor Paſs for.as good a jamble a 3y mary Baircoe, I fee noreaſon : nor, why that of lo 
© long ſtanding, and allowed by. ſo gacd Authors, ſhould give place to this upſtart, 


& what value is to be pur upcn the change of ſpirit I have already declared; asalſo 
what ire way be laid upon the raciation of 1 into. in this caſe : and Lie, 22-7 
: | INVaild- 


x Bat the Dofor upanſccond thoughts, will affiſt me with arguments agaioft his Ety- 
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(50) - 
invakdated thoſe arguments in a oe confideration, yet the chenge: of both in the fame 
word ſeems to me ſtill a little _—_ ble. But he tel's me further that the rerminars- 
* 5n rs0x doth nor regularlyd from 735. 1 would he had determined whathe 
meant by regularly: for thoſe rules of Grammar we have (1 dono not mean Cemden's 
Grammar are of a later date then is #urez, and' therefore ir canner be counted ir. 
regular ex pofi-faf$o. Nor, if all the other compounds or: derivatives have a different 
termination, wrllany wiſe min the iater that rhere cannor be a fingulerity in 
this ? -* Asfor that which he further objeRs + ©© if the firſt part of the compoſition were 
«<4», it could gorregularly according to the Ana of other compounds, end inn 
« confon mr, but in a yowel > would he had cleared up his thonghrs, and told us in 
what country it was ſo irregeler, and what Analogy of compounds he would oppoſe us 
with. I for my part finde in the Ermologicum megnum, that the Atticks in the come 
punds and deſcendants from numerals did retain their laft letter; that is, they did-aſ- 
ſame nothing after it ; #STv5 not s-4Tes, ox7wTe; not exTuTe; : theſe men. then 
( and they a conſiderable part of Greece. and from whom eſpecially did deſcend that 
common dale of ours _) would have ſaid Eyes, and $yTIoxy not fines. The affer- 
rion is to be found in the faid book in 8Zaxarroy, And for the compounds of &5, the 
D»Ror could not think to over-rule us with their Analogy whereas he &rew of none, . for 
EviTec is no Greek word, no more then 25o5vIs offexs, of which ir is ſaid 3091s quaſi 550- 
Evie dfroes quaſi $145 5roect breTHES quaſi oper Ttes* Leerrtr queſt bogey. That which 
he further ſuggefts, © how ty doth not vſually begin a compotrtios ar all, is very weak 
zoning, and ſhallnormake wſe of iruntil the Doftor legirimare that other argument, 
that beceuſe moſimen « e unlearned, therefore none are learned, The compounds of xipe; 
&o nor xſually affame ot: may nor we therefore ſay hoH'repis, 2 T8 Joy x, TV yepre, 
FASOrRTAD Te d\? A very little shill in Greek would bave been able to reflifie ſuch an ar- 
gument : a5 alfo toinform his memory betrer, rhen vo forger thar in the whole Greek tongue 
C and thar is a thing of large extent ) there ſhould nor be oneword, where #» is the rf 
pert of the compoſition : what not &y ſexs? Have you ſo foon forgot your mmbers ? yPr, 
sra£r0- enniculus, ehpns, nevis wniremir, ' ( wovipns ) idea, friyu@, and wb 
owoz gag und berk digne ſunt, befides wiz Ne©r antuira five nntvirie, whichwhere [ 
Have read T do not remember; bur rhink it 1s in Heraldus upon Araabins. You ſee 
Doftor hew a mans memory may fail him 3 but you ſeem to decay inyour judgement alſo, 
when you infer, that®* Becavſe you remember no compound > ws Pg #, there- 
«fore ſpould not have been £xrTe>z, nor £yToz, nor yet Grimes, but words, or 
£40v0Cx4Ai; © a5 T have evinced unto you. Ft remains now only to confider your con- 
clafton, wherein you ſay, that derivation-is «Howed (© as in another place youſay 
iris a recefved Erymology ) by ſo good Authvrs: the contrary whereof I have made ap- 
pear in the fetrer asit ts now augmented - where I have ſhewed reeſon why your 
old groundleſs dedufjon ſhould give way to this apfiare. Upſtarr !» doth the Door think 
this an objeftian ? 'Dothhe hings becauſe new, and nor becauſe falſe? 1 won- 
dera Theologue ſhould argue thas I mightas well condemn his wricings becauſe he i 
ai:Ner man then I. However the DoQor ſhould conſider thar ſecond thoughts are beff, 
and thar «child xpon « Gyents ſbonlder ("iris a ſaying of the- reformed Divines 3 and the 

Door called me Sewey boy, though-I-do not think I fiand- upon a Gyants ſhoulder: 
when Tovertook Þjm ) nay fee furcher then 1he Gyent.. Ido not know whether the Do- 
Ror think char IT intended to  jumblece md) faiye into one word : if hedid, he 
miſtakes me as mach ashe did them-he ſaiddid\deduce owepoy fromewCwp# ppbynor : 


boy in th 


which Tre 


de ingre 
told: a 
refer ro. 
bur the 
triburec 
dee. Si 


mat = erm eat... FAA on PR. a hee. 


(52) . 


All that I infiſt one that ir. come from Twres : Concerning the-termination, . perhaps 
the Greeks may have had a way in old times of adding a, a>, we in Engliſh do A. as 
Green=a. perhaps it is only a Feminine : 1t.may come from <x mov ror, the 7 being 
only retained > 'nor is that deduGtion by ſuch an apocope, worſe then wwry® from wir©®- 
and avg, gwralpvg. I amnotthe firſt that obſerve in Etymologies the retaining of 
oze letter is ſulhcient: as Neptunus & nando, which is laughed at by Tully. Yet I can 
further ſhew of later date then thoſe antiquated rimes when Empuſa had its originah 
ſuch an Apocape, as is more then /ztere vel ilabe ablatio. In the Greek Epigrams 
L 6, 


Tor 39, x, T's xv7, Tv] d avids x; S/gu 2 he 
TogNompianer@ ardrm Tru Itue 


Here is for 9wc2xg, 2 ; for xryuides, xn ; for xegr& x25 and which is an ex- 
ceprtion to yaur Grammar, they do not varie their gender 'and become newters, If this 
Exymology diſpleaſe, dedace it from Turss and ox for $$, Lacenicd, as Ce for he, 
8c, Ihaveread ſuchuſe of 2, -but I remember nor where. =# ( ſo Heſych;but of Fa- 
vorzae |) fignifies allo w2, ſafe : fo that the perſon afrighred at the lighr-of a ſpeSre, 
mighc cry to his companions, "Eur, ox bere is an Tires, it all well? Or from tu- 
hg and a, which is dolentis interjeio ; of from tures and «, whichis an interjeRion 
«dmiration. : 


The next paſſage of the Doors is a very confiderable one ; whether what we have 
diſputed of be only a ox:eua ya, whether Mi. Hobs did well to Engliſh the Doflors uno 
—_ incedere by bopping ? I think he, or any one elſe that reads the paſſage which 1 have 
Cited at large before, will think th: Door intended it ſo: for though he ſaid that the 
boy in the play did uno pede mmcedere, which is not denied : yethe alſo ſaid, that that play 
was called Empuſe ( or Ludus Empuſe ) becauſe that that Empuſe did uno pede incedere : 
which reaſon will be well, if the terms wno pede mcedere be equivocal. Mr. Hobs then 
did him no wrong in Exglifbing itſo 3 ro more then I, who.cannor underftand that 8»? 
22J\ x4 67% in the context of Ariſſopbanes ſcholiaft Thonld fignifie ro hop : ory? me? 
NnzeRX as the wardslie in Zuftatbius, ( ivi Tod)Cery, is not his quotation, nor uno pe- 
de ingrediens in Janus : _) what the meaning of thoſe places may be, 1 have already 
told : and the Door dorh-not bring any thing to the contrary. Rhodiginus doth bur 
refer to Euftathius, and if he hath ill tranſlated him, am I accountable for his errours ? 
bur the miſtake was on the Doors fide, for Rhodiginas tiſed a term that might be at- 
tributed to the gate of the Gods, as well as the froring of men. Et vera inceſſu patuit 
die. Superiim mced? regina; but the Door reftrained it to hopping as | have ſhewed. 

Dr. W. But how ſhould wrong Fans, in-taking theſe words of his, a!tero pede in 
&« gere librato, unio ſubſiliunt pede,” to be tinderftood of bepping, I do not underſiand, 
* nor am likely to dg till he cav finde;our a poflible. e-3 of thoſe words. And 
« when he hath ſo done, I will ſee what I cen pick out of the Dutch. For though I do nor 


& profeſs my ſelf a Dutch man, yet ſo much Dutch I have as to underſtand that Hincken 
<1n Rr and Op cen been ſpringes, in low- Dutch fignifie the ſame as ts hop in 
« Engliſh, 
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| TS | 
controverſie : © I ſaid he had grofly wronged Lexine, 
_ if he did nor finde in the Dirc>( for the Latia hath no 


the play of fox #0 +by 
hat 


which Junizxs faith will agree to Aſcoliafmus, or any play that conſifts m hopping: and 

Cy what Famias ſaid doth no more make for to thy bols, then Scotch. bop, 

1 ſay more to this paragraph, but that I do not underſtand well what it is the Da» 

Ror requires of me, when he expeRts that I finde out a poſſible meaning for thoſe words of 
anixes. Either he or the printer are in a fault here 3 or did net the printer print it thus, 
cauſe be bad ſo wrinen # ? 


His Parenthefis onght not here to be left out: ©* He doth not know well how a man can 
<* gO upon one leg without hopping. The queſtion is concerning the gate of the De- 
mens, and he ralkshow men go: juſt as if [ſhould argue, ( as 1 do not, but the Do- 
Qer) 1ds not know well how men can ſee without eyer; Ergo God ſees with eyes. 1 do not 
know haw Pythegores went: and yet he is reparted to. bave had Kpuoey ata @. I 
underſtand aor what kinde of enotion the 1reelitifÞ pillar, or that of Thraſybubcs had, (of 
which Loited Clemens 4/2nen _) the motion of that will ate with that of one leg, yet I do 
not thiak it hopped. In fables and phenteſmes I do not uſe to exadt ſcrutiny, left I 
ſhould finde them as ridiqulons that excellent piece of riley and merriment the Extr- 
vegent fhepheard doth repreſent them. I do not underftand how Takes the iron-men 
C not only in the faxry Qacen, bur Apolionins Rhodins and Plato _) did move his limbs : 


 yecl ſhall notſay he went as we do, beeauyſe 1 ds not knew well bow « man can £0 atberwiſe 


then by ſet ing one fort before the ther. Apollon. Argon 1. 4. 


Taaws Yanrer Of ———— 
Toy ap XeAxaing wertnpertwy arlpomy 
"PiCus normar 4orre, we] ard exmy tudes 
'Fupdry Keovddve vices Tees Vaeareu Boom, 
Teis wet Naaxciors xpiTyy m0? yivorra. 
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—_ Ge 
Temay be the manner of his motion is implyed in Hye, burif the DoRor ſhould de- = 
ny it, I could nor prove it to him. Many of the like inftanees might be given : — 

if had not been taught, I ſhould as little have known how the Gods did move: which 
el is excellently deſcribed by Renſard in his poem upon Q.. Margerer. 


SY Thus he deſcribes Pafithea one of Venus's Graces coming from Heaven, 
and 

.. bop. 

| Is + 7 

| - 0 f 

Rs, © The young azd all Druine Paſithea 

= © The Skyes abandor'd her command t' obey, 

_ © The ayre gave plate unto her, and the wit de . 

-q . 34 
ho © Thorough the Taſt reg10xs blow'dher up behinde, 
ft I #0 

ng * * 

bs . | 

” © She ſtoop'd deſcending in a ſuddain flight, 


© Cleaving the clouds, as 12 the ſulent night p | 
< Far off there in a ſhining track zs ſpi'd 
© 4 falling ftar betwixt two ayres to glide, 


And afterwards he deſcribes the Queens dancing atthe Ballet . 
Royall. 


%*.. X* 


© Locking bis hand in her's the King did lead 
<The dance, aud ber who did nat | eemiotread; . 
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( 54) 
© But as ſbe had no feet, ſhein ber pace 


© Swimm'd as ſhe-mov'dwnth a celeſtial grace. 


We" "p 


© Man beavy treads, and Lybis gate doth ſow 

© The dull allyance he to earth does owe: 

© But Gods do flie, and unconfir'd to pace 

© Prove therr eternal and ſpiritual race, 
"©. 

< when the Lavolto was of Provence danc'd, 

« The King with this bis ſiſter Grace advanzd 

© Ina grave ſweetneſs, nimbly following She 

< with ayrie motion *bout the Hall did flee. 


What remains of this diſcourſe is taken up in a miſtake of mine, which being neither 
avlumary, not greatly material, 7am the lefs concerned in acknowledging that Idid 
him wrong impoſing upon him that he ſhould ſay Empuſe came to be attributed to the 


boyes play. He ſaid comes to be attributed, 8&c. As I have repreſented it now in the 


text, which my haft did not then permit me to conſider ſo thoroughly. I acknow- 
ledged that che boye's play might be ſo called, but that ir was ſo called | defired proofe. 
1 excepred againft Holyoke and Thomes ( for Funizs hath no ſuch thing : and the two 
dictionaries aforeſaid deceived the Dofor, for they faid Aſcoliaſmus Ludus Empuſe Fun. 
fex to thy bole : and he preſently rhought Janis had ſaid Ladus Empuſe was the ſawe 
game with fox to thy bole.) I excepted agiinft them as no Autbers, but wcebularies, I 
confeſs they may in ſome ſenſe be called Authors, as the Door may becalled the Au- 


- #boy of that Phraſe adducis malic, which term will nor make for his advantage, when 
Cyril any 


% 


NE : (55) 
any man ſhall beftow it upon him:T took it in that ſenſe which Lancilotns Paſins(to whom 
I had ——_—_ did rake it in, when he diſpures whether Ifdorus, Priſcian, &c. be 
to be acknowledged Authors? Lib. 2. c. 34. Authores voce et vocandos cenſeo, quorum 
difla ſequamur ad infiituendem eruditionem ; and afterwards, Authores proprid Scriptores, 
at Homerus, accipiendi, qui fuerunt ante obſer vationem artis Grammatice, quorum dia ob- 
ſervavere poſteriores aliqui ad artem ſermonis, et hoc pertiget ad Grammatices : aliqui #- 
mulati ſunt, ut poete, atque alii, unde OF ipft authorum nomine gaudent. Ergo cm dicunt 
eliqui Authorem Priſcianum, ( ne alios hoc genus recenſeam ) animadvertant, an ab co 
fit Authoriras quem ſequatur eruditorum conſenſus, qui in ipſs Grammaticd nititay aliorum 
exemplis : qua cauſe eſt, quod ubi caret exemplonterum atque iterum exploditur 3 Pracipue & 
V alla taxatur Nonius, non dicam de Servio oy Donto ques confiat authoritate muniri poet» 
Tum, or atorum, bitoricorum. Quid? quod Plinius in Grammatice, Charifius, Probus, 
Diomedes, Cy majoris exiſftimationis Gellms, citant Scriptores : nulla alia profes de cauſa, 
nifi ut dignoſcantar miniftri a dominis ; 77 ſunt Gremmatici, hi verd authores. Which 
words fince they are highly rational, I ſec no cauſe why I ſhould recede from my former 
thoughts : doth any man take the ſingle Authoricy of Thomas, or Holyoke, for a ſuffici- 
ent proofe in Latin. It ſeems the Doctor doth; 1 adviſe him therefore betimes to ſue 
out a writof Priviledge,and remove his caſe from Weſtminſter Schoot to the Univerſity, for 
there it is ſo far from being valued, that ic is a whipping matter for any in the upper 
to alledge them. You ſee whata difterence there is betwixt Claſſique and Claſſical Au- 
thors, He asks me what is the difference berwixt *Oyounc57x9y and Vocabularium ? 
This is not ſo perplexing a Query, as the DcRor took it to be. There is ne difference 
in the neme;z but there is a great difference in onr manner of citing them : I cite Follux - 
as a Vocebulary, he refers to Themas and Holyoke as Autbors, He would not cite Follux, 
becauſe he did not think him to be a prophet : yer | favourably think the DoQor did pro- 
phetically bring againſt Mr. Hobs that argumentum ad hominem. Whether the Authors I © 
have cited all along be to the purpoſes I refer to the diſcreet readers judgement : I doubr 
not but he will concor with me in this, that the Door hath felt the force of them to the - 
purpoſe : and particularly as to Aſcoliaſmus 1 could not but ſpeak of it, for without de- 
ing ſo I could neither have found Ladus Empuſe in Junius, nor fox to thy bole in Rider... 
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